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STATE OF IOWA, 

Board of Railroad Commissioners, 

Des Moines. 

To the Honorable A. B. Cummins, Governor of the State of 
Iowa : 

As provided by law, we herewith submit to you the Twenty- 
sixth Annual Report of the Board. This report will contain the 
usual statistical [tables, the opinions of the Commission upon 
matters presented to it for adjudication and a record of all in- 
spections, hearings before the Board and a brief history of each 
case adjusted. 

The work of this department has enlarged to a material de- 
gree within the past few years; the correspondence of the office 
having increased more than one third. 

The law provides that certain statistical information concern- 
ing each and every railroad company doing business in Iowa 
shall be contained in the report of this Board. This we have 
tried to furnish as completely as the reports furnished us by the 
railroad companies will permit. 

The statistical tables following this report will contain the 
information referred to. 

condition op railway companies. 

In many parts of Iowa during the past year, railroad com- 
panies, in common with other interests of the State, were heavy 
sufferers from the floods. Bridges were washed away; road- 
beds loosened and in many cases destroyed ; ballasting that had 
taken years to perfect was swept away; yet uniformly the rail- 
road companies made every effort to keep traffic moving and to 
repair damage as soon as the waters subsided. In spite of the 
large amount of money required to make necessary repairs, 
the companies are still expending large sums of money for per- 
manent improvements in Iowa. For years the Commissioners 
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4 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EBPOBT OP THE 

have been urging upon railway companies the necessity of 
better road bed and track, straighter lines and lesser grades in 
order to enhance the safety of transportation and to reduce the 
cost of the same. 

INTERLOCKING SWITCH SYSTEM. 

The railway companies are stUl constructing interlocking 
switches at their crossings at grade as evidenced by the fol- 
lowing list of those placed the past year : 

Sabala drawbridge (change in) croising of Mississippi river by C. ,M.& St. P. 

Rowan crossing C. G. W. and B., C. R. & N. 

Arion " C, M. & St. P., C.&N.-W. and Ft. D.& Omaha. 

Hicks " C. & N.-W. and C. G. W. 

Iowa Falls ' ' III. Cent. & C. , R. I & P. 

Cambridge " C. M. & St. P. & D.M..I. F. & N. 

Washington " C. , M. & St. P. & C. . R. I. & P. 

Capron * ' C. , M. & St. P. , and Iowa Cent. 

Manly Junction *' C. G. W.. C, R. I. & P. and Iowa Cent. 

Moorland *' M. C. &. Ft. D. and C, R. I. & P. 

Somers ** C, R. I. & P. and M. C. &. Ft. D. 

Lohrville * ' M. C. & Ft. D. , C. & N.-W. and C. , M. & St. P. 

Gowrie *' C. &N.-W., N. & N.-W. andC. R. I. & P. 

Linby " C. M. &. St. P. and C. . B. & Q. 

Cambridge " (change in) C.,M. & St. P.. D. M. I. F. & N. 

and N. &. N.-W. 
Keithsburg drawbridge crossing of Mississippi river by Iowa Central. 

NEW LINES IN IOWA. 

During the past year about three hundred and forty miles of 
railway have been built in Iowa. This has been constructed 
mainly by the Chicago Great Western, the Chicago, Milwaukee 
<fe St. Paul and the Des Moines, Iowa Falls and Northern rail- 
way companies. In all cases the work done has been of a high 
order both as to roadbed and bridges, so that the new lines 
compare very favorably with those that have been built many 
years. 

HIGHWAY AND FARM CROSSINGS. 

In its report for the year 1900 the board said : 

'*It has been the object and purpose of the railway companies, among other 
things, to strengthen and render more safe and substantial the roadbed and 
tracksthroughout the State. In many instances the excavations and obstruc- 
tions caused thereby have interfered with the view of approaching trains over 
highway crossings, and these new conditions are making the same more or 
less hazardous. 
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BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. O 

' ' With reference to the farm crossings, many wooden trestles and other 
structures that from an early day, in addition to acting as water ways 
through the railway company's embankments, have been used as under 
farm crossings, are now being replaced with stone and -other substantial 
construction, which, in many instances, has had the effect of destroying the 
under farm crossings. 

' ' It has been the uniform policy of this Board to encourage under or 
overhead highway and private crossings, where the conditions were feasible 
and the expense thereof not unreasonable. 

* ' While the supreme court of this State has held , in several cases, that 
a grade crossing is the rule within this State, yet we believe that the time is 
not fa*- distant when such decisions may be modified. 

"As we^ave said in our last report, private or public crossings at grade 
may have heretofore been reasonably safe , yet, where the conditions are so 
changed, that is, obstructions along the company's right of way which may 
interfere more or less with the view of approaching trains, the increased 
number of trains and the greater speed thereof, rendering such crossings 
more hazardous and dangerous to the lives of those using the highway, as 
well as the traveling public and the employes of the railway company, 
together with the increased number of such grade crossings, a different and 
more liberal and reasonable rule may be required in order that such cross- 
ings may be reasonably safe. " 

This Commission is still of the opinion expressed in the 
foregoing. 

ANNUAL CONVENTION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

The Annual Convention of Railroad Commissioners, with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, was held in Portland, Maine, 
July 13 to 18, 1903. All the members of this board with the 
secretary were in attendance. The convention this year was 
very largely attended, many papers were read indicating the 
work performed by commissioners in different states of the Union 
that are certain to be of great benefit to all who have in charge 
the supervision of railways under statutory authority. The 
Iowa Commission still maintains its high standing in national 
convention, having practically a permanent place upon the 
committee of statistics, one of the most important. This com- 
mittee determines the form for the annual reports of railway 
companies to either State or national commissions and the 
proper classification of different items entering into railroad 
accounts. This year Commissioner David J. Palmer was chair- 
man of the committee of "Taxation of railroads" and submitted 
a report in behalf of that committee that was commented upon 
by eastern papers. 



Digitized by 



Google 



b TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

INTERURBAN RAILWAYS. 

Many new interurban lines have been projected and no doubt^ 
aa soon as eastern capital can be induced to see that the con- 
struction of such lines is a good investment, many of these pro- 
jected lines will be built. The line operated between Des Moines 
and Colfax has proven a good investment and is popular with 
the traveling public. 

FREIGHT RATES IN IOWA. 

We take pleasure in calling the attention of the shippers of 
this State to a tabulated statement compiled by the railroad 
commissioners of Texas, wherein is compared the commis- 
sioners' rates in Iowa with the rates obtaining in other nearby 
states. We herewith quote from the statement mentioned : 
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BOARD OF BAILBOAD G0MMISSI0NBB8. 



CX)MPARlSON OF LOCAL CLASS RATES IN TEXAS WITH THOSE 
IN EFFECT IN OTHER STATES NAMED. 

Texas.' Rates quoted from Current Class Tariff 

Kansas, Indian and 

Oklahoma Territories Rates quoted from Santa Fe System Tariff 6642 

Missouri Rates quoted from Santa Fe System Tariff 7505 

Iowa Iowa Commission's Report for 1901 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
COMPARISON OF LOCAL CLASS RATES-CoNnNVBD. 
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BOARD OF RAILROAD OOMMISSIONSRS. V^ 

THE BLOCK SYSTEM. 

The Commissioners are very much pleased to see railway- 
companies adopting the Block System. By the use of this sys- 
tem collisions are made practically impossible and, of course, the 
safety of the traveling public and the safe handling of property 
greatly enhanced. The Commissioners are .not familiar at this 
"Writing with the expense incident to installing the Block System, 
but we do not believe the cost is so great that the prosperous 
railway companies of Iowa may not be able, within the near fu- 
ture, to equip their lines with the same. 

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 

While, as has been said, the work of this department has 
materially increased, we are pleased to say it is not due either 
to a desire on the part of the citizens of this State for unneces- 
rary contention or on the part of the railway companies, in the 
main, to evade the duty they owe the public. In fact, the Com- 
missioners take some satisfaction in the conditions as they are 
At the present time, as they have always endeavored to adjust 
the differences coming before them without recourse to formal 
orders or litigation. There has been no litigation upon matters 
of railroad control in Iowa for several years. There seems to be 
now an era of better understanding between the people and the 
railways. Of course, cases are brought to the attention of the 
Board where the remedy sought would not be Justified on the 
showing made. In other cases the railway companies have 
insisted upon what they deemed their legal riqfhts, ignoring, for 
a time, the advisability of adjusting such cases. In practically 
all such instances, however, the Commissioners have been able, 
by getting the complainant and the officials of the railway com- 
pany together, to bring about an amicable adjustment with a 
continuance of good feeling. The Commissioners believe this to 
be a better method of adjusting complaints and more satisfac- 
tory to all concerned than to make formal orders after formal 
hearings. It will be noted, by looking over the large number 
of cases reported in this volume, how far successful the efforts 
of the Board along these lines have been. 
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10 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

COMPARATIVE STATISTICS. 

We continue in this report our former comparative statistical 
tables, bringing them up to the present time. These include for 
the State of Iowa number of miles of railway, the earnings^ 
operating expenses, net earnings per mile of road, number of rail- 
road employes and the amount paid for their services; the num- 
ber of cars used and the number of the same equipped with 
automatic couplers and train brakes; the total number of 
employes killed and injured while coupling cars or falling from 
trains and the total number of passengers, employes and othera 
killed and injured : 



COMPARATIVE EARNINGS AND OPERATIVE EXPENSES, IOWA, INOLUDINa 
MILEAGE AND EARNINGS PER MILE. 



' Three C, B. & Q. lines not reporting. 
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BOARD OF BAILBOAD COMMISSIONEBS. 
COMPENSATION OF RAILROAD EMPLOYES IN IOWA. 
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16,841 
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26.686 
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16. 878, 74a 81 
14,168.806.86 
16,062.796.79 
16.19r.619.49 
17.280.216.01 
18.406,888.76 
21.868.810.50 
22.258,828.79 
28,116^006.42 
24,688,668.17 
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1.07 


1890 


2.12 


1801 


1.66 


1890 


1.69 


1806 


1.08 


1894 


1.78 


1686 


1.87 


1896 


1.62 


1807 


1.81 


1896 


1.88 


1890 

1900 


182 
1.60 


1001 


1.88 


1902 


1.82 


1906 


1.88 



•No data. 

AUTOMATIO COUPLERS AND TRAIN BRAKES. 
Number of cart equipped and number of employee and aceidentt to employee from coup- 
ling care and falling from trains. 



Year. 




ill 




i 

II 


1! 
II 


5? 

1! 

5Z5 


lis 
III 


ii 

1 


1878 


29,0OT 
81,684 
64,461 
07,610 
86,806 
96,100 
108.887 
102.886 
106.178 
01.007 
118.976 
120.767 
127.464 
180.108 
140.781 
142,780 
127,171 
158,721 
182,520 
171,000 
176,086 
190,780 
200,814 
211,888 
287,280 
287,127 






18,518 
16.841 
18,066 
21.074 
17.278 
27.112 
26.781 
26.600 
26,701 
29.088 
80.794 
24.042 
24. 8U 
27.588 
80,192 
81.127 
29.808 
24.107 
28,106 
20,090 
80,000 
82,885 
87.000 
87.880 
40.080 
42.484 










1879 










1880 














iSi :::;:::::::::;;;::::::: 






■'l6 
16 
8 
18 
lU 

10 
8 
14 
18 
14 
10 
7 
6 
6 
7 
4 
12 
8 
6 
4 
11 


'i82 
06 
100 
174 
120 
184 
240 
140 
208 
242 
196 
196 
91 
80 
07 
80 
76 
72 
60 
62 
49 
88 






1882 




1,581 

1,814 

1,017 

2,200 

2,104 

2,546 

1.804 

8,080 

'- 122 

06 

►47 

»0 

►78 
►50 
184 
t28 
107 
101 
12 
\2 
1 172 


81 
88 
10 
16 
25 
28 
82 

6 
17 
28 
28 
82 
17 
20 
10 
14 
18 
12 
20 
21 

6 
27 




67 


1888 




A9, 


1884 




67 


1885 




84 


1880 




88 


1887 


" 'i'iio' 

0,104 
18,178 
84,811 
48,871 
46,568 
58,862 
70,718 
101,861 
142,686 
180,506 
188.666 
210.464 
286,276 
264.580 


89 


1888 


62 


1888 


44 


1890 


68 


1891 


Rf! 


1692 


68 


1806 


68 


1894 

1886 


82 
87 


1890 


86 


1897 


66 


1898 


60 


1899 


64 


1900 

1801 


50 
100 


M02::::::::;;;;::::*:::::. 

1908 


06 

67 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



AOOIDBNTS TO PERSONS IN IOWA. 





KlUed. 


Injured. 


Year. 


1 


i 

1 
1 


1 

5 


1 




1878 


20 

6 

7 
7 
4 
6 
9 
8 
8 

10 
4 
9 
5 

23 

i7 
7 
4 
6 

27 
6 

14 
9 
7 
9 

7 


29 
42 
87 
67 
89 
88 
72 
72 
61 
69 

101 
86 
78 
82 
80 
81 
48 
47 
86 
40 
44 
62 
70 
66 
64 

100 


81 
40 
88 

84 
69 
66 
51 
76 
62 
66 
69 
88 
69 
91 
76 
79 
90 
82 
94 
90 
114 

>S 

161 
120 
148 


61 
12 
9 
17 
60 
26 
47 
89 
86 
28 
77 
25 
07 
80 
64 
78 
62 
89 
62 
81 
80 
101 
82 
104 
104 
IftO 




1879 




1880 




1881 




1882 




1888 

1884 

1886 

1888 

1887 V... 




1888 




1889 




1890 




1891 .. 




1892 

1808 

1894 

1896 




1896 




1897 




1898 




1899 

1900 




1901 




1908 




1908 


1. 



ORGANIZATION OF BOARD. 

On January 5, 1903, Edward A. Dawson, of Bremer county, 
having been re-elected Railroad Commissioner, qualified, and 
the board organized by the election of Commissioner David J. 
Palmer, chairman and Dwight N. Lewis, secretary for the 
ensuing year. T. H. Boylan was appointed clerk for the same 

period. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David J. Palmer, 
Ed C. Brown, 
Edward A. Dawson. 

Attest : 
DwiGHT N. Lewis, Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 7, 1903. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OF THE 



TABLE No. 2- CAPITAL 



• 


Amoant of Stock 
Per Mile of Road. 


1- 
1 

Ml 


.a 

M 

II 


or 
Stock- 
holders. 


Railroads. 


i 


1 


1 


s 




1.08 

8,048.10 

8,005.60 

846.18 

126.78 

271.00 

6,682.67 

7.267.86 

26.40 

1.628.80 


$10,101.01 
20.011.00 
18,681.12 
80,878.00 
7,260.00 
14.081.00 
15,848.48 
10.886.64 
18,603.00 
22,844.21 


$ 20,000.00 

■t*i8,*676,68a'ie 

42,006,587.04 

020,000.00 

852,058.60 

t 28,446,060.88 

t 16,112,666 28 

H6l,5u0.00 

t 1,665,760.80 


1 10,000 
829,000 
28,800 


SI 

14,542 

480 


46 
8 












*"i84,'666 

815,100 

100 

10,000 


i.262 

4,100 

8 

1,015 


"io 

10 

1 
1 




8,244.66 

6.00 

17,61 

46.76 

7a 00 

4.00 

787.62 

502.27 

24.44 

8.00 

681.78 

28.67 

2L00 

8.70 

2,062.74 

1,062.10 

438 41 

4fik8ie"60 


28.050.00 

io,ooaoo 

12,777.46 

64,167.40 

858.67 

100,000.00 

15,180.46 

28,264.00 

16.866.61 

0,875.00 

16,880.00 

15,606.00 

4,286.71 

2,878.27 

70,817.67 

26,602.22 

16,160.08 












6o,ooaoo 

225,000.00 

221,407.85 

60,76X00 

400,000.00 

10.710,420.00 

11.676.882.66 

400,000.00 

75,000.01 

8.878. OOa 00 

450,000.00 

oo,ooaoo 

25,80a00 
' '6, 800.' 662. 56 


60,000 
66.000 

* 5^760 

260,000 

800 

11,800 

18,200 


6 
14 



10 

12 

80 

678 

7 

"*484 


5 
4 

6 
8 
8 

1 




25,800 
187,700 


48 
18,880 


48 

28 






6 










Total 





$ 141,617.0ia06 




40,716 


228 



t Mileage baaifl. 
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STOCK— Continued . 



Number of Shares Issaed. 


i 
1 

1 


For Cash. 


For Con- 
stmctloo. 


For Reorgani- 
zation. 


For Other Pur- 
poses. 




B 

i 

1 


1 


1 


i 


1 


1 


§ 

a 


1 














•1,019.' 980 


•],814.'866 






20 












2,834,80 


1 2,800.C0 


















788,997 

9.200 

40.800 

1.059,038 

754,834 

8.616 

840.601 


12,460,694.74 






9.200 
20,600 




















20,000 








4.080,000.00 
83, 128, 156. 87 
















12,152,906.27 




86,'666 


8.616 


























4 814,717.78 










282,766 




419,600 




45,816 

X 600 

1.686 




748,171 

800 

2.260 

80,000 

608 

4.000 

114,995 

141.927 

4.000 


74.817,100.00 
60,000.00 








117 


666 


















8,000.000.00 




508 












69.760.00 


i 4,666 












400,000.00 










79,996 

86.201 

4,000 


"'*66;726 


84 999 




11,499,500.00 























































.... 












245.'66l 






900 


900 

506 

2.068.880 

620.000 

70.000 


28,500.00 


287 




119 









i66 
477,729 


26,800.10 

2,000.00 

52.000.000.00 


20 




609.960 
280.000 

1.498 777 


760, ao 

240.000 








56,01(1 




14,990 
49.720 




7,000,000.00 




1,046,726 


1.580,800 






848.050 


80.000 


1,660,461 


9,082,967 


1214.904,927.11 



* Purchase of the property of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad Company, 
t Purchase of Iowa Northern Railway. 
$ Common and preferred. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 5— 





Income Bonds. 


Railroads. 


ll 


1 

i 
1 


ll 

II 


§i 
ll 


Amen * College - ..r. .r .-, 










Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Borlington & Qoinoy 


$101,728,000 


181,788,000 


$79,228,000 


127,000.000 


Chlcaso Qreat Western? . . . T 










Mason City & Fort Dodge 










Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 










Chicago, Milwankee & St. Paul 










Chicaffo'& North- Western 


600,000 


600,000 


600,000 




Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




Ohlcaffo'. St. Panl. Minneanolis & Omaha 










BVemont, Blkhom & Missoarl Valley 










Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfox Northern 


















Crooked Creek. 










Davennort Rock Island & Northwestern ............ 








Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dm Moines Union . 










Dabaqne & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 
















Albia&Centerrille 










Manchester & Oneida 










Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Mnscatme North & South 
























lM>or & Northern 










Union Pacific ........ ^ r - - r - , t t 










Wabash 








Willmar A Sioux Falls 
















Total 


$102,228,000 


S 82.228,000 


I79,7?8,00d 


% 27,600,000 
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DEBT— Continued. 



Income Bonda. 


Bqalpment Trust Obligations. 


Interest. 


8| 
11 

< 


1 


ii 


§1 

n 
p 


Interest. 


1 






1 




Is 






















4 


$3,212,173.83 


18,274,066 


































































**"80,210 


•i28,'()00,000 


•$23,000,000 




















•$i*866,'866 




6 


90,000.00 


•126,186,000 


•126.000,018.68 


•6 


«4 1,806.660 














































































































































































... . 






































































































































































































$2o.006,0ia3S 


— 








$8. 242.17a 88 


18,804,276 


128,000,000 


$28,000,000 


$96,186,000 


$ 1.800.300 


$ 1.806.660 



♦ Debenture bonds. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 8- STOCKS 





Stocks Owned. 


Railroads. 


Railway Stocks. 


Other Stocks 




Total Par 
Value. 


Income or 
Dividend 
Received. 


Valuation. 


Total Par 
Value. 


Ame8& College 

▲tchlBon, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, BariingtOQ & Qaincj 


$'46,683. 666.06 
8,064.500.00 


$"i2i.i76.'i6 


$ 66.'866.'66 

1,191.801.65 
10.017,028.94 


|'8.*676.'a)4'96 
2.083,800.00 


Chicago Qreat Western 


4,007.65 




Maaon City & Port Dodge 






Wisconsin. Minnesota & Padfio 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


'"8,'273,'40a60 
21,040,422.61 


'■'946; 916.06 


■ "2,617, 626. 66 


76i,'866!66 

8,807,900.00 






Chicago, St. P., Minneapolis & Omaha.. 
Fremont. £lkhorn & Mo. Valley 


4.011,861.64 


90,617.60 


4,440,961.64 




Chicago, Rook island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 


80,814.075.00 


566.726.48 


82,401,407.06 


819,600.00 


Crooked Creek 










Davennort. Rock Island & N. W 










Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


46,000.00 








Das Moines Union . . 








r>ubt»que ^ Sioux City (T'l- Cent) .,r 


6.80 
900.000,00 




aso 




Iowa Central... 




Albia A CenterviUe 








Manchester & OneldA 








Minneapolis & St. TjOuIs 


220.00000 


10,695.00 




100,0C0.00 


Muscatine North & South 






Newton & Northwestern 








Tabor & Northern 










Union Pacific 


62,240,667.40 
8.106,561.68 
2,600,000.00 


886,864 00 
288.200.00 


•127.850,382.38 

i 64,750.00 

2,500,000.00 


18,478.800.00 


Wabash 


2.060,838.76 


Wlllmar & Slonx Falls . . . 










Total 


1178,327,476.18 


12,419,166.78 


1 182,089,999 39 


126. 692. 043. €6 



*Total value of all stocks and bonds. 



iCost. 
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AND BONDS OWNED. 



Stocka Owned. 


BoDds Owned. 


Other Stocks. 


Raflwaj Bonds. 


Other Bonds. 


Income or 
Dividend 
Received. 


Valuation. 


Total Par 
Value. 


Income or 

Interest 

Received. 


Valuation. 


Total Par 
Value. 


Income or 
Interest 
Received. 


Valuar 
tion. 


















1 286.250.00 
87,85a 60 


18,070,304.90 

3,826.198.15 

810,129 20 

888; 322. 66 


155.596,191.58 

872,300.00 

16,000.00 

■"i,'M4,*666.'66 

5,225,000.00 

6,440,500.00 

18,000.00 

1.837,000.00 


1 372,511.92 

39,761.70 

206.00 


$2,586,902.92 

806,138.60 

16,000.00 


1 1,877,400.00 
429,000.00 


i 80,246.28 
870.00 


1298,400.00 
429.000.00 










1,564.000.00 

6,2io,ooaoo 








1,750 00 


14.470.00 
10,80a76 

6,180.00 




577,0e».00 








'l, 887,000.00 
























1.165.72 


100,620.00 


3,525.150.00 


412.148.04 


3.210.454.88 






• 









































* 















"2, 606; 666. 00 


17,640 00 
57,096.34 












1,960, ooa 00 







* 










"i66.'6bo.oo 


■"i,*556;66o.'oo 


■"'4i,*e20.oo 










792.49 


1,685,000.00 






















'2,'984,'688.'89 
14,066.07 












+ 686,'844.'76 


"68,'676.'646;oo 

946.000.00 


+"946," 666! 6o 


i6.32i,'7o6!66 


'272,"4i6.00 




812,260.50 
162,788.27 














$9,224,819.01 


«148.170,181.68 












$1,4S& 881.48 


13.920,009.36 


SIP, 661, 490. 76 


117,128,100.00 


SS03,026.28 


$727,400.00 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 9-RENTALS RECEIVED, RENTALS 





Rentals Re- 
ceived 
from lease 
of track, 
yards and 
terminals. 


Miscellaneous Income. 


Railroads. 


6 
a 

5 


i 
1 


Ames & College » 


J 




Atobison, Toi>elEa & Santa Fe 


1 81,771.61 

578,230.70 

239.28 


:::::.:::::::::: 




Chlcairo. 'Bnriinsrfon ^ OnincT . .. 






Chicago ftroat western * .... 






Maaon City ft Kort Dodtre 








Wisoonsln^ Mlanesota & Pacliflc 








Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


isi 667.61 
71,924.02 






Chicago & North- Western 


$ ii2,664.12 


$ 1,687.89 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Mi^ouri Valley. 


88,142.26 

2.826.04 

67,617 82 










Chicago, liock Island & Pacific ' 

Colfax Northern 


1.281,498.52 


2,680.49 


Crooked Creek 





2,021.76 




Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern 




Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


240,585.40 
29,165.73 
4, 82a 22 






Dee Moines Union 






Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 






Iowa Central '..\ 


65,066.06 




Albia& Centerville 




Manchester ^ Oneida 


132,' 638 03 






Minneapolis & Str Tioul n , . . 






Muflcatine North & Son th 






Newton & Northwestern 








Tabor Sk Northern 






Union Pacific 


412,322.89 
5i),500.00 






Wabash . 






WiUmar & Sioux S^lls 














Total 


S 1,901,304.21 


$ 1,461,270.44 


% 4,368.88 



•For period July 1, 1902 to February 16. 1903. 
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PAID AND MISCELLANEOUS INCOME. 





Rentals Paid. 




For Lease of Road. 


.5. 


lis 


Interest on 
bonds 
gnaran- 


Dividends 
on stock 
guaran- 


1 




For lease ol 
track, yar 
and term! 
nals. 














$ 7,450,687.27 
219,566.78 










1 289,905.87 








% 192.178.95 


951,^62.95 










422, 189. 56 




















796.18 


498,810.60 








500, 526. 19 


110,976.28 






$ 87,646.16 


37,646,16 


127,315,16 










127,531.86 








2i,'98i.'i8 
2,116,584.84 


119,049.19 


$ i,'359," 476.88 


$ 5i9,006.'66 


21,981.18 
237,058.06 


15,068,18 


1,278,818.08 


506,684.92 


2,021.76 


















4,296.58 










1,225.07 














266.00 










74,840.43 


55,088.06 


4,266.29 







4.266.29 


27.874.90 
60.00 

















28,671.70 










56,040,92 


26.00 










60.00 












5.00 












124.065.32 


11,922.00 






666.921.51 


666,62i.5i 


232,396.11 


8,649.79 






62,967.69 












$ 9.791,924.51 


S 1.868,742.17 


f 619,000.00 


$ 963.607.81 


f 3.088.528.98 


1 3,467,114.17 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 10- COST OF ROAD AND 



• 


Cost of Construction. 


Cost of Equipment. 


Railroads. 


lii 

|58 


III 


1 


Ill 

|2S 


lii 


6 
1 

I 


Ames & OoUeKo 














A., T. &S. F. 


1420,616,484.89 


1427,228,190.89 




S 9,937.926.61 


113,485,678.92 




C B &Q. .... 






c.'q. W 

M. 0. &F. D 


60,078,9<8.87 
2,6^,902.87 
7,996,128,11 


63,304,686.56 
8,979,775.69 
8,771.476.68 


174,812 26 
81,404.00 
S2.307.00 


6,660,281.25 
70,802.93 
107,782.18 


7,695.166.66 

1,677.928.14 

298,000148 


18,976.88 
12,461.00 


W. M. &P 

C, M. &8t. P 


1,061.00 


&N. W 














C. I. & 














C , St. P , M & O ... 














F., B. & M. V 














C , R I & P 


98,121,611.68 

180,699.86 

195,877.88 

2,887,666.88 


100,618,329.88 

129,719.64 

196,877.82 

3,128,978.22 

1,102,259.68 

1,09U,667.00 


80.979.03 
21,619.94 
11,128 10 
66,915.60 
16,746.66 
272,641.76 


18.120,760.07 
11,580.87 
18,074.01 
112,488.67 

i2,'666.66 


17,889,9M.79 
11,781.10 
20,700.51 
112,488.67 
144,841.60 
21,607.00 


5.869.72 


C. N. *. 


1,956. IR 


C.O......... 

D., R. I. &N. W 


1,176.49 
2,404.48 


D. M. I. F. & N 


2,069.17 


D. M U 


1.079,000.00 


6,424.25 


D. &8. 0. (111. Cent.) 

I.C 




81.141,172.23 
400,000.00 


21,606,696.00 
408.841.99 


42,8i7.66 
16.623.81 


1,644,625.06 


2,880,816.58 


4,789.11 


A &0 




M. &0 








M. &8t. L 















If N & 8. 












N. & N 














T. &N 

U. P 


82,688.07 


82,688.07 


9,407.06 


7,547.88 


7.647.88 


868,69 


Wabash 










""888;469.'89 




W AS F 


8,683,142.72 


8,780,186.67 


28.094.11 


388,409.89 


1,276.61 






Total 


S624, 014, 792. 29 1640, 167. 212. 73 




587,091,162.82 


$48,429,814.17 
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EQUIPMENT AND ACTUAL CASH VALUE. 



Grand Total Cost of Construction and 
Equipment 


Total Cost of Oonfttruciion and 
Equipment for Iowa. 


Actual present 
cash value of 
road and 
equipment. 


« s 0) 

111 


1% 


|58- 


1 
1 




|i8- 


1 


1 














S 430 564. 860. 00 s iin.71.S 7A 












294.277,364.27 

65,486,665.12 

2,720,706.80 

8,106,865.89 

228,781,116.81 

193,688,366.07 

oa7,8oaoo 

67,477,243.29 


302,654.66 
60.652.89 


£0,248. 82 


|«60,709,61&26 

88,047,990.22 

6,657,701.83 

785,910.50 

68,285,04401 

t47,296,95l.00 

609,887.19 

t2, 890, 822. 87 


187.860,10 
82,318.98 
48,856.00 
88,443.00 
85,828.19 

180,479.36 
28.101.79 

t88,776.96 






6;657.70 20,705.30 

9,064,50 

235,610,73 

221,504,46 tl^,481.4l 
609.88 07,600.00 
60,091,82 


























116,242,261.60 

142,280.12 

218,961.88 

8,000,000.00 


117,903,27 




28,676.12 
12,298.69 
68,182.01 
17,816.78 
278,066.00 






141.46 42,280.12 

216,67 !18,96l.8d 

8,241,40 514,071.85 

1,247,10 

1,112,26 191,000.00 
28,462,22 

28,886,01 '41,818.27 
408,84 100.000.00 


i4i,450.74 

216,578.38 

2, 851, 235. 83 

1,247,101.28 

1,112,264 00 


i216,678'i8 


$i66,'88"'' 19 


1,091,000.00 
27,772,040.60 






22,786,797.29 
400,000.00 


19,646.244.67 
403,841.99 


47,66i.53 
16,523.81 






' 28,624.16 
900,00 








28,145,399.97 














900,000.00 

227,215.54 

90.235.95 


81,891 69 
10,819.79 
10,267.75 






228,886.62 


227,21 28,836.62 
90,2!i 90,285.95 
226,789,48 




9U, 235. 95 






226, 441, 86^ 91 






145,009.600.00 


143,882,60 
9,118,60 












9,026.552.61 


)68,18a87 


1286.620.003.61 




9,118,696.46 


100.00 


$1,880,232,270.15 


11, 920, 606, 2S 




138,727.86 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE NO. 13. -INCOME 





Paymente From Net Income. 




Dividends on Stock. 


1 

o 




Rail^oad^. 


Common. 


Preferred. 






1 


■♦a 

a 

1 


1 


< 


"2 


Ames & College 














AtcblBon, Topeka & tenta Fe 












Ohioago, BorTington & Qainc j 








% 237.i61.40 






Chicago Great Western 


4 


•$4S2,075.85 


6 


$54.'855.'40 


1 740,827 25 
54,855.40 


Mason Cit7 & Fort Dodee 


Wisconsin, Minnesota dt Pacific. . . 








884', 199.' 77 
t 430.578.28 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul . . 
Chicago and North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, Sc. P., Minneapolis A O. 

Fremont, Elkhorn A Mo Valleyt. 
Chloairo. Rock Island & Pacific 


?« 


1,172,114 66 
t 785,614 42 


7 
8 

7 




2,056,814 4i 
M. 166. 092. 66 


6 


t 51.440.87 


t 88.582.08 




t 92. 972 40 






Colfax Northern 














Crooked Creek ; 














Davenport, Rook Island & N W. . 
Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 











.... 




Dee Moine<< Union 










Dubuque & Sioux Citj (111. Cent. ). . 
Iowa OentraL 




















Albia& CenterviUe 






Manche8t<*r & Oneida 














Minneapolifi ^ fltr liouifl 


6 


101.160.00 




67.440.00 




168.600.00 


Muscatine Northft South , 






Newton & Northwestern 














Tabor & Northern 














Wabash 















Willmar & Sioux Falls 



















«2. 545. 806. 80 


— 








Total 


11,688,001.43 


$54,855.40 


14,287,662.22 



* Debenture stock. f Proportional. t Por period July 1, 1902, to February 16. 19. S. 
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ACCOUNT— IOWA— CoNTiNUBD. 



From OperatlonB year 
Ending June 80. 1908. 


On June 80, 1902. 


For Year. 


Oji June 80, 1906L 


1 


+* 




J 


j 


1 


1 


j 




1 1.804.41 
"'200.'806.40 














1 75.600.21 
1.856.006.80 






















































11,141.67 
1.804.940.89 

6."648.'79 
















ti2.48d,bb6.26 












t 168.960.44 








112,688,964.70 

t 263;7i2.*17 
t 22,160.98 

' '*19;7W.*76 
5,874.80 
85.888 46 




12.069.96 






1 0, 488171^ 


t 288.062 17 




n29340.00 




f 4.24a 72 
8,717.126.87 




t 17.902.26 










12.665 91 


606.16 


7,101.84 
6,471.02 
85.888.40 


. 








606.16 














867.67 









887.6» 








602.918.96 

11.076.06 

214.77 
















i25.'066.89 






1.478.07 


118,866.27 






21.498.06 
*76;666.'29 


$10,661.83 
■ 82.92 


ii,6ioLO^ 


8,061 68 




8,461.48 






8^,466.86 
40.967.10 


148.280.02 


184, 171. ar 








]i6^ece.8i^ 


24,2e&88 










1,486.59 


















85.022.86 
866.820.86 


























88.076.80 










. 
















16.720,145.17 


18,077,760.26 


12.786.622.86 


199.486.88 


110.094 76' 181. 409. 28 


18,048,156.67 


1 811, lie. »► 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 16— INCOME ACCOUNT 





1 


Payments From Net Income. 






Dividends on Stock. 


a 

. s 

t 




Railroads. 


Common. 


Preferred. 






1 


a 
< 


1 


49 

< 


1 


Ames & College 

AtohlAon, Topeka ft 0anta Fe 


4* 

7 

4 




...1 






$4,078,220 00 
7,768,455.25 
*1, 025, 088. 38 


6 t S.7QR.flOQ.OO 




S 9.786.9iaOO 


Chicago, Barlington & Qulncy 

Chioago Qreat western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 


**5' 


"568,' 626.06 


i"'54,866.'49 
66,846.64 


7,758,456.25 

1,604,818.88 

54,866.49 

66,846.64 

7,665,076.60 


Wi-'consinT Minnesota & Paoiflc 


8 ' 


"4,'d83,792.fi0 
8,000,414.00 






Ohleago. Mllwankee & Bt. PanL 

Chioago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 


7 
8 


8,201,888.00 
1,791,000.00 




4.852.014.00 







Chicago, Sc. P., Minneapolis & O. .. . 
Fremonr, Blkhorn & Mo. VaUey+ .... 


1,118,800.00 


7 


787,976.00 


1,901.276.00 




Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, 

Coif ax Northern 


4, 080, 701. 60 






987,891.07 


6,618,657.57 








Crooked Creek 






Davenport, Rock Island & N. W 









Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern. . . . 








Des Moines Union 

Dubuque ft Sioux City (111. Cent.) 






.... 










Iowa tJentral .' \ 








Alblaft Centerville 












Mapc^eaftAT ^ Oneida.... tt . r. . ,. 


"i" 


' 800,600.00 


6 










200,000.00 




6oo,ooaoo 


Muscatine North ft Elouth 






Newton & Northwestern 










•'•*••• 




Tabor & Northern 










Union Pacific 

Wabash 


4 


4,850,092.00 


4 


8,082,882.00 


8,888,084.00 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 


4 


280,000 00 








980,000.00 








Total 




$81,011,888,631 




116,881,161.00 


|1.060,00a20 


$48,401,687.78 



*, Debenture. 
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-ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Te^te^lfS^S'lflOS. 1 OnJaneaO, 1«B. ] .V>rl 


rear. 


On June 80, 1908. 


|i 




1 




1 1,801.41 










1 16.' 86a 669.96 

25.fC2.824.47 

16a 882. 48 




t 4,111,419.27 


1 la 007, 416. 28 

19,786,021.82 

166,701.88 







la 286, 174. 97 




6,687,806.16 




7,681.16 






1 7,621 16 


















' 












2, 817, 68a 44 




'2a682,068.'6i 
10, 111,04a 62 

"a'i86;906.*86 

2, 889. 66a 68 

la 907, 194. 98 

7,101.84 

a 471. 02 

47,896.14 








2a 490. 66a 06 
10, 77a 46a 64 

"*8,*866,M2'W 

:a 894, 796. 21 

la 616, 209. 12 

19,767.76 

a874.86 

47,895.14 




661,416.92 


6,648.79 


i2,«9.96 












1 9, 48a 75 


9ia94aii 




600,000.00 




656,242.62 








2,609,014.14 












12,66591 








696.*i6 






69a 16 






.... 




867.68 








887.68 
















8 m'As 


886,211,89 


14,769.62 
80a48a47 


.... 




2.811.28 
1,727.81 


*86aOT7."29 


822,768.60 




214.77 


21,496.08 
7ad66.'20 


10,661.88 
97.62 


11,046.02 


a 061. 68 


410.95 
1,260,617.29 




8.451.48 
1,281,482.69 




11,817.68 


46,*987.'i6 








116,052 89 


24,268.88 










1,486.60 


""698,66a 27 
















2,996,6iaR2 
642, 42a 79 
422, 47a 19 





a27a894.29 
181, 42a 62 




4, 67a 88a 84 
969,994 49 
429,00a77 




196,160.06 




6, 62a 68 




















.... 


$ 17,872.808.68 


1 1.^,788.97 


1 92.?05.489ni 


»0Q.49».8R 


«2.'i9«,flP8.61 


t.S.889.»O0 27 


tm.WQ. 1A8. 42 *iW 688. 84 



+For_periodJulTl, 1902, 
tOn FebrnaiT W, i90a 



to Febroarj 16, 1903. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OF THE 



TABLE No. 17— 



BftUroadg. 



PuBenger. 



ph 



o 



Amee & Ck>llege 

AtchiBon, Topeka & Santa Fe . . 
Chicago, BorllnKton & Qnino j . 
Cftdeago Qreat western 



Maaon Cltj & Fort Dodge 

Wlfioonsln, Minnesota & Paoifio. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Panl. .. 
Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P , Minneaoolis & O. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Mo. Valley. 
Chicago, Rock Island ik Pacific . . 

Colfax l^orthem 

CrookedCreek 

Davenport, Rook Island & N. W . 
Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northers 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (III. Cent.) 
Iowa Central 

Albia & CenterviUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor ^Northern 

Union Paoifio 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



$ 888,082.60 

^686.02 

619.66 



67,6 
8.6 



$ 148,026.06 



I 106.888.98 



1,600, 
10, 



118.77 
844.45 



861,006.76 
86.64 



1,001, 



6.80 
072.96 
66 
168.18 
986.00 
686.67 



1,424.68 
626, 84a 09 



881,690.16 
81.27 

* i,*681.16 
441,000.80 



188. 48a 66 
' 8,"477.'40 
806,'8i8.'46 



2.086.87 
492,682.00 



684,066.83 



168,762.03 



161,826.88 



120,922.06 



6,480.06 

102.88 

8,960.81 

'86,168.00 
20,678.88 



2,068.08 
67,821.76 
0,666.00 



1,827.86 
86,088.88 
19,687.68 



4.688.61 

20,086.46 

1,099.40 



8.87799 

45,601.68 

2,480,147.06 

820,88&2] 

67.686.02 

7,007.15 

2,126,886.68 

8,]89,66&07 

10,412.86 

266,607 21 

• 4,668.01 

8,880,076.88 

2,883.65 

1,168.18 

2,996.00 

4,685we7 



1,121,438.64 

858,624.78 

8,544.81 

5,62&65 

180,167.16 

5, 48a 05 

192.83 

8,060 31 

8,080.46 

202,440.15 

51,015.46 



Total I4.771.18&08I 1,253,666.0211.148,915 0811.640.151.90114.817.698.80 

• For period July 1, 1902, to February 16. 190a 
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EARNINGS-IOWA. 



BzpreRS. 


i 


i 


i 

o 


i 

la, 

P 


fill 


Originating 
but not 
terminating 
in Iowa. 


T<^rniinatiDg 
but not 
originating 
in Iowa. 


1 

S2 




















; 8,877.99 










tl 6,129.08 

161,215.79 

51,787.24 

2,140.61 

888.09 

187, 07a 02 

887,849.41 

800 66 

11,461.22 

• 456.96 

218,806.96 

108.78 

800.00 

4,068.14 

111.82 


1 7,924.62 

500,262.15 

57,940.76 

6,141.60 

1,682.02 

266,588.61 

409,666.01 

1,264.92 

26,484.77 

• 966.12 

878,411.65 


i *83.'566*.2i 

18, 87a 82 

l,5ia80 

218.89 

40,662.47 

61,197.75 

265.67 

5,727.01 

• 28.57 

68.687.96 


1 168.01 

7,141.25 

68.07 


59,828.19 

3,191,888.85 

944,088.10 


























76, 880. 4& 










'"75,e27;46 
4.806.41 


9,875.65 










2,716,787.09 










S,858,074.6& 
12. 24a 51 








— 








814.76 


299,684.96 

• 6,088.6a 

4.015,881.91 












• 10a78 











2,442.88 


aoaoo 


682 08 

771.26 

08.27 




2, 14a 26 














7.776.40 










64.80 




4,809.96 






















87.966.20 

19,280,18 

266.18 

6tf7.24 

9,116.21 

680.98 

+ X61.04 

487.87 

8,045.65 

10,987.87 

8,791.49 


106,857.87 

51,940.60 

1.147.84 

849.28 

27,966.07 

618.12 

481.22 

8,0ia71 

8S.620.08 

7,881.00 


21,741.98 

7,64&84 

266.94 

" 6,*i98.67 
i62.90 


2,851.72 
1,714.60 


1,840,846.86 










464,068.40 










•SiSfcH 








560.80 


224,002.91 










6.111.08 










1,071.40 












5.001.80 












14,086.81 








93i;81 


6.015.72 
166.82 


268,972.80 










68,286.07 






1 1.0ia6I9.95 


i l.W5..'i47.4« 


1262,066.66 


1 99,482.11 


S ]7,50a284.47 



f Including extra baggage. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPORT OP THE 



TABLB No. 18— EARNINGS— 



Railroads. 



Freight. 



fill 



Ames A College , 

Atohlaon, Topeka A Santa Fe 

Ohicago, BorllDgton & Qninoy 

Chicago Qrea*^^ western , 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisoonfdn, Minnesota & Paolflc 

Ohioago, Milwaukee & St. PanL 

Ghloago & North- Western. 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago. St. Paol, Miant^apolls & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhom & Miasoorl Valley* 

Chioagoi Book Island A Paclflc 

Oolfaz Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Book Island & Northwestern 

"Des Moines, Iowa FaUs & Northern 

f>es Moines Union 

Dabooae & Sionz City (111. Cent.) 

lowaCentral , 

AlblaAOenterville 

Manehester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Lonis 

Mnsoatine, North & South 

Newton ^Northwestern 

Tabor 4; Northern 

UaionPaolflc 

Wabash 

Willmar & Siooz Falls. 



Total. 



2,064.75 



829,061.6? 

281,261.90 

la 780.48 



1,718.287.02 
7,778.60 



2,806,429.79 
81,949.88 
20,988.88 



17.444.28 



481,648.68 



28,296.72 
8,81&98 



42,487.66 
89.028.62 
14,868.69 



128,687.72 
87,799.61 



846,466.86 



1,992,878.60 
8,829.68 



6, 04a 88 
2,110,966.72 



657.81&11 



8,600.06 
91,628.82 
48.478 92 



I 6.496.082.981 5.160.076.74 



• For period Jnly 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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lO WA— CONTINUBD . 



Freight. 






s 
c 

I 

■afi 
I" 



f 806,tf88.e6 



1.402,661.20 

6,756.70 



I!. 404, 065. 76 

ll,254.*ai 

2,997V9i9.'76 



9.870.87 
], 627,827. 11 



80,122.62 
2,181,717.66 



2,064.76 

210,869.80 

6, 831, 77a 09 

2,445,216.72 

231,251.90 

22,085.17 

8,451.467.11 

8.201,597.80 

22,868.88 

671,867.00 

66,088.87 

8,128,940.28 

81,949.88 

20,088.88 

8,071.87 

17,444.28 



I 471.25 
t 66.27 



11,297.86 
887.60 



3.656. 00 

210.8U8.58 

5.8il.7T&09 

2.446,216.72 

281,251.90 

22.066.17 

8.451,457.11 

8.212,89&16 

22.761.47 

671.867.00 

55.088.87 

8, 128, 94a 28 

81,949.88 

20.0Sa8d 

8,071.87 

17,444.28 



667.756.79 



408,512.78 



6.604.72 
97.594.86 
65.586.72 



86,178.48 
24,971.80 
42.870.78 



2,090,281.26 

1,818,682.68 

28,295.72 

8,818.98 

824,876.08 

42,487.66 

89, 02a 62 

14.868.69 

46. 27a 21 

342.677.70 

288,181.06 



6. 887. CO 



57.00 



8. 96a 24 

97a 51 



2. 006, 06a 26 

1.818,582.88 

28,795.72 

a876.9B 

824. 87a 08 

42,487.66 

89. 02a 62 

14,868.69 

46,278.21 

846.687.94 

240,150.60 



11 488.09 

270,626.72 

8. 67a 111. 44 

a 880, 254. 88 

807,582.88 

Sl,8]a82 

11,168,244,20 

12.065,060.81 

84.004.08 

070.051.06 

61,072.56 

12,180,272.10 

84,808.21 

22,170.00 

10.847.27 

22.254.10 

**a486,'*i4.'«2 

1,782,641.28 

8J,500.44 

14,021.10 

54a 878.00 

4a60a69 

40,UM.11 

10,060.00 

60,860.02 

500,610.74 

808, 44a 66 



$4,180,041. 72 1 7. 211, lU. 17 18a 88U. 807. 51 



122.081. 181 88.40aT40 60 



I 66,002.0gai6 



f Dednctlon. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPOBT OF THE 



TABLE No. 19— EARNINGS— 



EUilroads. 



Other Earnings fronk 
Operation. 






Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka A Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qnincy 

Chicago threat western 

Mason CltT AFortDodjee 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Elkhom A Missouri Valley * 

Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

OrookedCreek 

Davenport, Bock Island & Northwestern . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 
Iowa Central 

Albia & CenterriUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar& Sioux Falls 



I 45.973.82 



Total 



890.49 
4- 9.82S.75 



940.06 



I 4,64afl» 



1,980 00 
20,748.88 



US.S7 



fi.00 



4,699.81 



801.90 



i9B.«i 



16,691.99 
i.'486.07 



I 78.fl»l.4<t 



I 9.600.78 



• For period July 1, 1902, to February If, 1908. 
f Deductions. 
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IOWA— Continued. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL BBPOBT OP THE 



TABLE No. 20— EARNINGS- 



Pusenger Earnings. 



Railroads. 



Passenger B«vennei 




S 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Barlington & Qninoy 

Chicago Qreat Western 

Mason C ty & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota « Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee A St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhom & Missouri Valley* . . . 

Chicago, Bock Island & Padflo 

Colfax Northern 

CrookedCreek 

Davenport, Rock Inland & Northwestern ... 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dabnone & Sloox City (Illinoli Central) 

lowaOentraL 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Ooeida 

Minneapolis & St. Lonia 

Mnscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sfoux Falls 



I 8,627,216.26 



Total. 



217,614.17 



1.068,868.40 
O7.6S6.0e 
148,760.24 



12,886,888.80 

10,412.70 

8,207.868 82 

717,802.01 

10,046,000.06 

2,408.76 

1,168.18 



710,030.78 

.40 

40,287.19 

4,V60.02 

684.806.01 

18a 20 



1.240.620.70 

488.610.(16 

8,646 62 

6,828.06 

800.8I&77 

6.480.06 



101,484.12 
2,887.08 

.71 



0,807.88 



8.004 84 

6,000,888 66 

0,622.021.87 

888.808.87 



6.08 

87.488.23 

887.12L02 

8.211.66 



t 61.846.811.881 2,118.808.761 7ai77, 129. 00 



8.877.88 

8.800.701.06 

18.880.848.82 

1,068,868.46 

07,686.02 

148.760w24 

8,6l2,20a87 

12,170,147.18 

10,412.80 

8,107,121.68 

711,861.00 

8,400,867.07 

2,88&66 

1,166.18 

2,880.00 

4.686.67 



1.148,046.68 

400.048.10 

8,644 81 

6,028.06 

880,840.88 

6.480.06 

182.88 

8,860.81 

6.068,888.88 

0,186,60a 86 

826,167.82 



• For period July 1, 1802 to February 10, 1808. 
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ENTIRE LINE. 



Paeenger Earnings. 



1 


1 


k 


1 


I 
It 








1 66.'726."66 

146.416 68 
106,648 86 

2.649.'i& 

677,698.66 
26.886.76 


1 8,877.99 


1 1,004.966.27 

2,048,614.06 

111,980.94 

6,141.60 

16,693.88 

1.466,92046 

1,187,868 W 

1,264.9s 


1 1,408.848.66 

1,179,700.68 

108,674.49 

2,140 61 

6, 89a 88 

768.674.66 

919,764.80 

800.66 

174,996 46 

76,781.87 

606,226.89 

108.78 

800.00 

6.678.42 

111.82 


1 116.008.38 

248,008.06 

22,21080 

i, 613. 30 

2,881.8U 

192,201.32 

229,882.46 

266.67 

70,720.84 

12,428 26 

. 192,080.66 


10,884,264.88 

17,609,082.28 

1,997,77a 06 

76,830.48 

172.214.48 

•12.646,696.86 

14,637,989.68 

12, 24a 61 


288.266.69 
110,129.27 
964,606.24 


3,900.00 
850 00 


8,664,994.62 

912,486.39 

11, 224, 76a 26 






2,44^38 


682.06 






2,140.26 


1,081.88 
98.27 


64.80 




9,696.76 




4,809.96 








109,810.11 

62.870.04 

1,147.84 

849.23 


90,468.80 

24,070.87 

266.18 

607.24 

61.440.22 

680.98 

t 201.04 

487.87 

420.912.97 

404,646.19 

14.200.48 


22.243.86 

8,688 69 

266.94 


2.891.66 
2,000.00 


1,878,464.90 

667,777.60 

10,204.78 

6.646.18 


78,69096 


20,992.64 


2,160.00 


1,034,280.00 
6,111.06 


61&12 






1,071.40 


481.28 


162.90 
88, 07a 89 
95,689.68 
6,028.67 




6.091.80 


1,645.91&44 




7,206,804.08 


'g:IS.g? 


69,006.46 
480.00 


7.470,992.28 
379,728.46 


1 9,806.a 


64 


1 1,060,668.66 


1 91,710.310.40 



t Ineloding extra baggage. 
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TWENTY SIXTH ANNUAL BBPOBT OP THB 



TABLE No. 21-EARNINGS 





Freight 




Freight Berenne. 




|| 


Less Repayments. 


Railroads. 


Mi 

O 


1^ 


4| 

^•0 


Anm & College ,....-,-, 


1 . 2,084.76 
28,010.778.68 


ii.OTO, 016.07 






Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


1 1,078.016.07 


OhicaffO. Burlinffton A QoinoT 


Chicago Great, western 

Mason City & Port Dodge 

WiBoonrin. Minnesota £ Paclflo 


6.688,487.68 
281,261.90 
461,868 00 




















Ohleniro. Milwaukee ft 8t Paul. 


887.06 
88,160.80 
82,078.68 






Ohicago & North- Western 


87,714,28&06 

22,701.88 

8,668,880.04 

2,888,042.80 

26.666,046.60 

82.10a68 

20,038.88 


1217,616.96 

"i60,'96i.d6 
9,788.10 


1,770,012.08 

887.06 

266,120.07 

42,816.78 

800,688.86 

160.76 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St. P. . Minneapolis & O. . 

Fremont, Blkhom & Mo. Valley . 

Chicago. Rook Island & Paoiflo 

Colfax Northern , 






Crooked Creek 








Davenport, Rock Inland & N. W 
Des Moinee, Iowa Falls & Northern. .. 








Des MoineA Union 










Dabnqne & Sioox City (111 . Cent. ) . . . 
lowaOentral 


2,610,268.46 

1,906,426.86 

84,0ia97 

8,81&98 

2,276,000.75 

42,487.66 

89,028.62 

14,868.69 

20,826.846.67 

14,414.986.88 

1,187,662,26 


162,238.14 





162,288.14 

66,668.87 

7ia22 


Albia & Centerville 






Manchester ft Oneida 




MinneaDolJn ^ St. Tif^alu . . , 






60,480.22 


Muscatine North A South 








Newton & Northwestern 









Tabor & Northern 




Union Paciflo 






406, 88a 76 

1.067.407.68 

88|907.46 


Wabash 


647.604.19 


689,968.89 


WlUmar ft Rionx Fall^ 










Total 


$162,681,188.24 


18,461,780.86 


1087,260.62 


$6,771,484.00 
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—ENTIRE LINE— Continued 



Earnings. 



•o 
SB. 



« Z,U»4.70 

26,041,768.46 


i' ■'26,884.06 
47.208.42 




9 471.a»9 2.600. UO 
21, 866 87 M MO. iatL il 


« ll,4tSS.W 
87.874,748.20 
60,688,868.21 


42,181,062.66 






42,170,276.116 

6.688,487.68 

281,261.00 

461,868.00 

84.877.800.11 

86.066,087.67 

22.751.47 

8,801,061.60 

2,846,02&82 

24,846,456.78 

81,040.88 

20.068.88 

8,161,67 

17,444.28 


6,688,487.68 






7,681,210 68 


281,261.00 








807,682.88 


461,868 00 
84,707,046.37 
86,044 222.18 


" 84.'7ia21 


l" '46,066'68 


' i21,'816.*44 

887.60 

1.202.68 

6,707.76 


628.607.48 
47,624,406.17 
60,604,027.00 


' 22.868.88 






84.004.08 


8,800,760.07 






11,0^6,066.81 


2,841,126.67 






8,760,400.71 


24,846,466.78 






86,070,214.08 


81,040.^8 
20,068.88 








84,802.21 
22,170.00 


8, 161. 67 








17,867.82 


17, 444. 28 








22,264.10 










2, 4iW. 016.82 




6.016.00 


2,468.081.82 

1.880,86a 48 

28,206.72 

8.»76.0e 

2,224,620.69 

42,487.06 

80,028.62 

14. 86a 09 

20,418,414.92 

18,660,886.72 

1,100.708.81 


8,886,486.22 

2,807,680.06 

88,600.44 


1,880,866.48 






28,205.72 








8,818.06 






67.00 


14 021. 10 


2,224,620 68 






8, 268, 760. 1 2 


42,487.66 








48,608.00 


80,023.62 








40,006.11 


14,868.60 






10.060.00 


20,418,414.02 






*"*842,'857.07 
2,088.52 


27,626. 7ia 04 


18,887,478.76 






21, 140, 82a 04 


1,008,664.70 






1,480,431.76 








t 228,714.887.97 


1 106,846.71 


t 46,066.68 


1 602,080.01 


1 224.871,800.22 


1 816.(161,610.62 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EBPOET OF THE 



TABLE No. 22— EARNINGS— 



Railroads. 



Other Earnings From Operation, 



QD 



Ames & College 

Atohiaon, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, BnrilnRton A Qalnc7 

Chicago Oreat western 

Mason Olty & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. PanI 

Chicago^ North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P. , Minneapolis A Omaha. . 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Mo. Valley* 

Chicago. Bock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & N. W 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls A Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dabuque & Sioox City (Illinois Central). .. 
lowaOentral ... 

Albia & CentervUle 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Wilimar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



I 60.086.80 
881.808.10 



880.40 
27,746.72 



2,740.00 



1,080.00 
62,612.06 



6.00 



207,200.17 



1,014.88 



t 1.816.760.70 



5' 



68,860.80 



788.62 



6,788.68 



6,270.82 



I 80,672 87 



1816,677.01 



48,270.06 



I 66.18a01 
160,686.00 



16,805.07 



87.140.18 
64.00 



26,010.81 



14,06&16 



66,780.76 



% 667.270.81 



•I8& 



86,680l7» 



7,088.44 
2a 60 



0.46 
970*67 



200.74 
67.646u7» 



1826,206.22 



«For period July 1. 1002, to February 16, 1008. 
fRevenue train mileage baais. 
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ENTIRE LINE-CoNTiNUBD. 



other Barnlngs JTrom Operation . 


TStal gross 
earnings 
from opera- 
tion—entire 
line. 


<^ . 1 




Rents not 
otherwiHe 
provided 
for. 




If 

©■9 


Proportion c 
gross earn 
fngs from 
operation- 
+Iowa. 


1 81,771.51 
678,230.70 


i 06,213.40 


8 40,280.66 

840,063.72 

438.678.14 

142,021.25 

1.112.37 

i8,'530.'68 

.50 

1,563.51 

210.11 

68,560.16 


1 648,000.28 

1,060.238.51 

187,707.62 

143,258.25 

1,884.87 

188,241.60 

183,201.88 

670.09 

154,858.23 

3,160.61 

230,277.68 

80.50 

2,021.75 

68.033.47 

0.46 

240,635.4(> 

286,074.70 

43.020 87 

156.61 

158,' »' 24.25 

25. CO 


$ 11,438.00 

38,522,767.67 

61,647,606.72 

7.818,018.15 

450,886.68 

626,462 80 

47,862,787.67 

50,787,228.07 

85,566.07 

12,111,814.64 

3,762,570.82 

86,300,402.61 

34,422.80 

24,200.84 

76,700.79 

22,268.65 

240.586.40 

4,122, 61.01 

2,441,666.05 

38,666.05 

14,021.10 

3,417,374.87 

48.623.60 

40,006.11 

20.276.88 

28,602,715.82 

21,200.828.04 

1,604,185.26 


1 11,433.00 

274,7U8.77 

8,727,700.88 


230.26 


5,510.10 

as2.oo 

772.60 

102,601.87 

77,841.31 

240 00 

18.050.44 

616.46 

6.177.24 

10.00 

1.75 

5.627.8J! 


3,667,072.64 
450.886.58 




45,082,66 




18,717,386.87 


71,024.92 

38, 142." 26 

2,325.04 
67,617.62 


14,648,260.22 

86,56&07 

840,008.15 

48.730.60 

12. 012, 807. 8u 
34,422.80 




34.00 


24.200.84 
86,610.88 






22.268 65 


240.685.40 




248,274.60 

6,027.64 

150.61 

6,'72i!76 


240.636 40 


20.105.78 
4,323.22 


8.634.37 


8,721,«80.41 
1,817,026.02 






38,666.06 






14,021.10 


132.638 03 




665,560 00 




25.00 


48.623.60 




40,005 11 
20,276.88 






66.10 
100,878.68 

i0,d8i.'86 


316 84 
075.006.8b 
60,500.00 
23,703.50 


412,322.80 

so,6oaoo 


42,727.25 
2,754.77 


202,662.08 
500,6ia74 
306,605.05 


$ 1.7ia 686.581 866.646.68 


1 1.142,460.57 


1 5.608.761.28 


1 321.590.871.00 


1 68,007,220.17 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 23-OPERATING 





Maintenance of Way and Stroctures. 


Railroads. 

• 


P 


1^ 




Amee & College 


1 760.80 

22,672.60 

841,769.29 

294,781.18 

27.01&18 

4,544.00 

1,108,271.18 

850,146.98 

7,618.16 

• 2."473i2 

1,081,649.89 
2,856.01 
4,647.14 
7, 08*. 82 

■ 'i8,"64i.'i6 

471,191.83 

196,978.01 

6,761 60 

1,407.76 

(»7,847.86 

16,761 86 

i;808.*60 

11,864.06 
116,189.87 
24,886.10 




1 186.62 


Atchiaon, Topeka & Santa Fe 


1 64.42 
•16,677.81 
12,187.08 
47.41 
16.16 
169,401.80 
94.879.97 

■'" 854.77 

94,616.90 

22.60 

4.08 

**"ii,'274.66 

129,860 18 

2,098.17 

71.87 

96.68 

"*4,"966.'26 

2.854.89 

28,986.70 

61.64 


88 


Gbicaffo, BarHneton & Qalncy 


171,9».05 
75,616.89 
15.800.22 


Ohloago Great weBtern 

Mason City & Fort Dodfre. 


Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific . . 


1,618.60 
]7iJ,680.S7 
145,64&44 

1,870.23 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paulf 


Chioago'& North-Weeternl .....' 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota '..*!!! 

Chicago, St. Paal, Minneapolis & Omahal 


i^remont, Blkhorii & Mi-<sdari Valley t$..T 


878.88 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 


282,470.29 


Colfax Northern 


1,746.64 


Crooked Creek. 


8,221.10 
60.02 


Davenport, Bock Island & Northwestern 


Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 


7,*488. 66 


Dabaqae& Sionx City (Illinois Central) 


88,148.94 


Iowa Central '.. 


77,601.72 


Albia & Centervllle 


6,274.47 


Manchester & Oneida 


MinnAapolln A St, TiOuiSr 


16,248.10 


Mnscatfne No thandSottih ........... ....... 


11,046.48 


Newton A Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 


602.68 


Union Pacific 


1,208.18 


Wabash 


23,688.20 


WUlmar & Slonx Falls 


2,668.64 






Total 


1 6, m. 540. 78 


1529, 064. P2 


% 1.057,976.48 



•Credit. fTrain mileage basis. t Proportional. 

$IPor period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA. 



Maintenance of Waj and Stmotnres. 



Repalrri and 
renewals of 
bridges and 
culverts. 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
fences, road 
crossings, 
signs and 
o'ctle g'ards 


Repairs and 
renewala ot 
bnildinga 
andtiztures 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
docks and 
wharves. 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
telegraph. 




8^ 


t 


$ 4S7.49 




1 44.05 

11.228 38 

117,243.82 

19,055.00 

2,701.7a 

331.89 

218,990.57 

167.226 83 

605.77 






$'"16 94 

432.66 

6.267.10 


t 4.76 


$ 1.478.71 

49.656.73 

1.422,449.88 

462.902.20 

55,410.41 

7,898.17 

2,482,499.44 

1,499,556.22 

18,549.81 


9, !79. 57 


1 219.17 

47,801.36 

11,488.87 

1,658.61 

204 50 

60,269.98 

49,105.28 

450.90 


♦i***ii2;ii" 


1 275.82 

18,996.61 

9,560.25 

666.79 

170.00 

12,651.48 

6.200.25 

60 85 


246,470.56 
30 290 60 


"*4,'766.'98' 

1,696.66 

10.41 

818.019.00 

607.84 


5,826.81 

1,004.21 

869,011.46 

178,282.50 

8,041.90 




6,764."28 
8,844.61 


'"'749.' 87" 
2,119.07 








148,122 07 


762.30 


131.84 
40,211.81 

16.80 
186.08 

65.82 


725.72 

24,067.71 

99.08 

88.80 

918.91 




87. is 
16.986.92 


3. si 
4,080.12 




4,861,42 


966,644.82 

969. 18 

1,602.41 


1,999.81 


1,861.626.77 
4,610.11 
9,631.88 
10,840.59 


2,718.70 




87.51 
19.95 


1.28 








19.96 


2, 172.08 


2,910 16 

23,842.42 

30,09^08 

362.88 


4,172.00 
82.201.66 
29,119.87 

1.178.64 






2.715.18 

2,481.89 

400.51 


49,381.67 
816,885 44 


86,788 71 


6,712.60 
2.180.52 


2,707.27 
417.82 


72, 182. 54 




410,016.60 


674 04 




16,808.44 
1,407.76 






" 487.88 
19.60 


87.04' 


947.28 


14,921.88 
1,899.69 


4,751.87 
167.81 

50.67* 

278.04 
7,822.18 
1.828.66 


19,151.74 
9.20 

6.08* 

10,641 53 

24, 143 17 

4.964.91 




123,488.68 




29,38&96 









1,890.62 
1 749 92 


i6'67' 

287.71 
74.87 


.60 


0, 122.40 


'1,224.85 


89.71 

2.899.98 

388.67 


28,192.40 


56, 17a 53 
2.196.61 


158.98 


254.918.96 
86.511.69 




% 1.451.880.88 


t 881.902.58 


% 718.845.49 


1 16,721.68 


$71,179.71 


$16,259.19 


$898,748.64 


$9,748,216.21 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 24-OPERATlNG 



Railroads. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



11 



« aS9 




Amea & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Paolflc 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago &liJorth- Western 

Chicago, Iowa& Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley* 

Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Dayenport, Rook Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & North erii 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) — 
Iowa Central 

Albla& Centervllle 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Padflc 

Wabash 

Wlllmar & Sioux Falls < 



Total 



1,672.76 

42,429 82 

5,662.»0 

682.21 



28,106.36 
48.4il0.91 



115.07 
62,126.86 



2,600.00 
11.617.89 
6,872.66 



2,047.80 



482.86 

8,944.88 

716.48 



212,176.81 



789.21 

16,116.90 

484,429.66 

240, 128 70 

14,61«.00 

1,416.04 

849,287.42 

464,161.90 

65a 87 



1, 104.20 

611,818.48 

616.16 

1,910.89 

1,176 54 

647.86 

10,718.56 

268,868.59 

105,061.58 

1,829.44 

1,028,84 

26. 44a 34 

7,6ia78 



180.26 

7,272.29 

64,101.89 

18,246.46 



< 2.678,169.08 



202.10 

4,752,60 

187, 08a 99 

41,680.10 

8,223.62 

4Sa96 

144,087.80 

162.890.67 

785.53 



198.04 

132,lb2.2S 

188.68 



90.89 
400.00 



64,011.29 

18,680.91 

221.67 



8,816.49 
79.83 



6a 25 

1,168.47 

14,287.48 

1,844.68 



73B. 165.02 



♦For period July 1, 1902 to February 16. 1903. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



RepairHand 
renewals 
ot freight 
cars. 


Repairs and 
renewals 
of work 
cars. 


Repairs and 
renewa's 
of marine 
equip- 
ment. 


Repairs and 
renewals 
shop ma- 
chinery 
and tools. 


It 


H 


-i 












1 548.49 

1,184.84 

6,167.68 

60,025.47 

5.529.06 

320.84 

29.8ia60 

44.500.80 

ao8 


$ 1.488.80 

42,921.46 

1,180,647.00 

508,8iai6 

88,082.69 

a 110.94 


$ 17.480.80 
474,234.10 
140,310. TO 


1 769.02 
12,119.88 




$ 1,970.96 

21,186.72 

15,640.66 

1,219.67 

128.96 

86,027.42 

86,876.91 

67.60 


1 7502 
8,086.85 
6.506.88 

2. 226.' 72 

8,119.10 


7,730.8« 






810.76 


* 




606,205.48 


24,969.67 

14,687.18 

t38.44 






1,120,646.46 


488,860.19 
91.40 


1 691.50 


1,248,278.01 

1,558.08 

77, 142. 98 


604.86 

423.042.44 

9a 69 


20.88 
21.769.76 





49.40 

68,018.74 

16.66 


9.06 
3,694.64 


98.89 
1128,885.24 


2.109.90 

1,188,822.91 

860.04 


661.41 








50.00 


2,622.80 


860.16 






72.02 

6.40 

8.268.12 

27.608.48 

8,974.67 


ao6 

182.12 

2,148.06 

670.18 


2, 14a 66 

2,080.02 

27,284.08 

666,911 87 

226,lia90 

2.596.84 


808.65 






4.661.16 

30. 14a 78 
2,960.47 


1, 187. 15 






247,017.42 

79.698.44 

1,010.87 


11,010.87 

8,815.54 

86.4« 




6.64 






171.10 




1,066.48 


19,607.87 


148.48 




8.668.12 


922.76 


61.698.96 
8,600.16 


906.64 
























a 10 

1.008.74 

11,292 40 

42.04 




22.00 
2.229.20 
4,187.69 

64.85 


222.61 


H, 623.80 
36,761.72 
8,888.5* 


110.67 

3.846.6S 

897.06 


I,2ia77 


41.70 
817 29 
100.35 


15,871.68 
128,460.15 
26,297.88 


8 2,458,979.72 


$ 98,126.95 


$ 1.802.27 


$ 231.987.44 


1 22,26a06 


S 68.509.82 


S 6.665,360.05 



+Credlt. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 25— OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Oondnctlng Traasportatlon. 



5S 

9 B 



1 § 

Sea 
l25 



»*6 



Amee & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Ohicago, Burlinffton & Qalncy 

Chicago Qreat WeBtern 

Mason City A Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific , 

Ohicago, Milwankee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago. St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhom & Missouri Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Inland & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek , 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern ..',, 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union , 

Duboque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centervllle 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash ; 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



2,857.86 

149, 06a 97 

12,860.18 

2,260.00 

8f5.6S 

168.868.26 

91.467.84 

2,164.80 



1,124.60 

14.742.65 

516.676.76 

278,772.46 

20.699.64 

2,92&81 

877,976.87 

920,606.16 

2,474.85 



189.44 

167,676.48 

1,200.00 

2,654 44 

71.93 

75.890.02 
80,706.95 



9,727.82 
2,878.88 



1,422.14 
11,064.5 
6,706.24 



1.966.41 
816,998.48 
1,829.91 
2,776 94 
1,264.09 
4,144.28 

22,416.76 

842,295.68 

170,787.26 

;;,158.09 

2,140.92 

86,488.76 
6.578.02 
8,204.18 
1,249.85 
7,811 88 

62,289.02 

17,044.50 



1,711.97 

22.695.89 

608,906.16 

420,268.10 

85,284.07 

4,129.92 

1,174,200.26 

1,066,662.88 

2,910.51 



4,081.70 

1, in, 726.01 

2,006.17 

;^, 288, 74 

1,044.60 

8,676.64 

8,215.96 

271,951.96 

197,886.62 

2,456.08 

2,211.91 

58,292.24 

4.284.60 

8,882.78 

2,206.64 

9,088.88 

60,851.94 

39,6.1.90 



I 726, 264. 68 S 4, 187, 772. 68 1 5, 150, 972. 12 



* For i>eriod from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 190& 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



55 



EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued. 



Condnoting Transportation. 



6. 

OQ o a • 



lUl 

5 






4.W 

174. 10 

83.096.80 

23,074 27 

2,616 39 

176.50 

41,442.14 

46.063.87 

180.07 



101.77 

41,251.74 

20.06 

216.20 

876.24 

244.40 

3,228.10 

18,041.48 

11.200.46 

329.22 

17.09 

1,786.65 

385.09 



8.40 
8,133.29 
4,271.01 
2,127.68 



I 282.615.80 



266.00 

763.59 

18,115.86 



152 76 
27,719.08 
34,848.44 

152.69 



94.85 
28,628.48 



128 04 

28.14 

6.5.86 

466.20 

16,225.12 

7,084.05 

88.68 

148.66 

1,676.21 

373.42 

240.00 

41.86 

377.70 

2,762.01 

881.85 



463.18 

10,S6a67 

21,10a50 

1.608.81 



17,716.65 

18,941.47 

0.68 



38.88 

81,472.96 

195.91 



14.65 

4,084.17 

5,881.90 

6,873.37 

79.77 



775.71 



71.01 

138 09 

1,404.96 

874.17 



186,006,70$ 121.288.06 



1,040.60 

9,021.82 

849,070.22 

177,7ia60 

18,080.2 

2,276.28 
506,610.22 
635,766 2^ 

2,168.85 



1,400.88 

5S0.652 76 

1,657.12 

688.21 



8,f86.12 

10,697.25 

212,083.14 

106,240.68 

1,338.80 

1,435.65 

24,845.11 

1,500.35 

7,368.46 

678.31 

3,266.94 

42,911.11 

12,960.21 



4,676.06 

86,886.02 

11,881.87 

1,472.70 

138.40 

126.004.87 

108,165.85 

811.30 



188.62 

163,766.48 

84.03 



177.27 
88.54 

066.10 
74,807.77 
12,606.12 

150.87 



6,321.29 

48.70 

201.36 

24.06 

3,927.68 

14,207.7^ 

1,644.98 



12. 806, 068. 42 I 617,615.46 



480.00 

14,841 68 

144,586.88 

81,386.41 

3,317.86 

868.78 

353,195.40 

3U, 101.73 

&40 



294.28 
182,747.67 



l,7ia86 



23,698.19 
75,189.65 
26,836.67 



7,012.52 
1,521.25 



37,478,05 

26,076.74 

1,486.14 



6,466.92 
98,806.88 
66,071.45 

6,477.77 

857. 6d 

9S.487.79 

142,411.63 

860 97 



810.84 

178,613.07 

132.46 



1,806.72 
887.04 



58,665.08 

26,800.01 

667.62 



10,164.81 
1,485.00 



46.59 
2,676.61 
12,705.03 
3,681.40 



I 1,324.683.76 8 608,892.16 
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TWENTY -SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 26— OPERATING 



Uallroads. 



Conducting Transportation. 



5' 



PI 

00 



Ames &Ck>llege 

Atchison, Topekaft Santa Fe , 

Chicago, Burllagton & Qaiacj 

Chicago Qreat Western , 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwankee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Blkhom & Mis:3oari Vallej * 

Chicago. Bock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubnaue & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
lowaCentral 

Albia A CenterviUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Mianeapolis & St. Loiii4 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Wlllmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



6,081.02 

810,732.88 

206,754.01 

11,111.11 

1.827.16 

680, 148 71 

sei,ooo.2i 

3, 460. I'd 



61.68$ 

26, 449. 10, 

16.786.03 

1,406 65 

190.26 

6% 460. 18 

53,940.08 

618 46 . 



961.06 

404,831.84 

I,0,'0.9U 

1,461.89 

8,961.10 

1.401.17 

22,4S7.aO 

180,747.26 

68,108.76 

2,063.68 

748.78 

21,678 81 

4,061.84 

1,440.00 

793.46 

90,992.12 

49.401.49 

8,567.20 



165.18 

41,814.06 

65.78 



818.98 

4 

972 10 

24,310.68 

6.837.80 

64.74 

9a.97 

1.980.61 

206.18 



72 88 
4.895.88 
8,180.07 
1,858.60 



12 664, 772.48 $ 240, 726. 93 4 



533.79 
87,116.97 
16,565.00 
1,1^.10 
218 73 
37,801.88 
70,738 19 



86 21 



87.802.13 
2.641.69 



1,29a 90 



3,654.00 
217,678!o0 



• For period from July 1. 1902, to February 16, 1908. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



57 



EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued 







Conducting Transportation. 






sis 

5-§ 


Hire of 
equip- 
ment- 
balance. 




a * 




Operating 
marine 
equip- 
ment. 


















1 1,431.93 
6.273.71 


tl *' 5,984.26 


< 2,664.19 

46,970.44 

24.180.40 

2,091.19 

256 88 

76.957.02 

84,627.59 

221,66 


t 1,096.62 
61,916.86 
87,806.19 
6,723 26 
283.22 
87,088.48 
146,169.21 


$ 191.31 
13,643.81 





$ 1,413.83 
44, 261. 46 


18,647.25 


...., 


16,610.76 


5,204.08 










239 93 


662.02 








40,722 39 


12,867.56 

13,733.69 

30.69 


$ 878.'ii 


43,356.75 


117.850.41 




50.(^77.96 
4.96 










33J.68 


137.66 

196.95 

2 J. 00 


190.83 
106,177.27 
62.47 
66.60 
106 62 
215.10 


104.20 
92,728.22 


29.06 

16.273.97 

23.25 




29.27 


78.879.40 




114, 726. 16 




12.15 




27.86 

967.28 

2,799 10 

228.20 

47,983.16 

8,582.67 








28.08 




2.18 


1,239.06 


















147,287.97 




46,307.42 

16,271.60 

174. 12 

56.98 

4.834.25 

106.45 


6,198.97 

6,777.99 

71.66 


14,834.41 






81&46 


8,204.87 
51 19 


















2,843.67 

130. oa 


704.42 
240.01 




978.36 


68 76 


2,387.90 


35.00 








270.82 
963 46 


308.27 


44.18 

570.46 

5.501.02 

2,235.57 


5.26 

872.88 

9,937.83 

965.34 


14 45 

489.76 

1,031.17 

77.49 


'2,'65i.'86 


3.00 
38a 16 


13,047.83 
6,926 44 


896.28 
3,048.5S 


3,666.91 
209.38 


% 440.5i9.18 


$ 1,568.20 


t 417,789.10 


1 499.164 88 


t 70,927.26 


t 8.429.47 


% 292.017.08 



+ Credit 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 27-OPERATING 



Condncting 
TranHportation. 



Railroads. 



O 



Ames & College , 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy 

Chicago Qreat Western 

MaKon City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwankee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago. St. Paul, Biinneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missonri Valley* 

Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific , 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines Iowa Falls A Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dnbaqae & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
Iowa Central 

Albla & Contcrville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific , 

Wabash 

Wlllmar & Sioux FaUs . 



3,801.01 

9:^,428.28 

U2,5I0.30 

2.180.34 

228.00 

185, 030.00 

121,640.72 

30.32 



155.63 
2ft5,54&28 



45,767.10 
11,885.26 



6,018.82 



Total . 



2,484.80 
21.60L63 
3,868.76 

796^3!m 



•For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1903. 
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EXPENSES-lOWA-CoNTiNUHD. 



Conducting Tranap6rtatlon. 



§« 


|ll 


Rente for 
tracks, 
yards and 
terminals. 


Rents of 
buildings 
and other 
property. 


fit 


^1 
•49 


1 




. 






9 42.26 

924.66 

32,820.42 

16,110.98 

177.78 

28.66 

68,792.10 

48,298.66 

19.76 


S 170.62 

806.9b 

t 181.66 

19,012.86 

176.24 

91.86 

43,667.28 

4,526.02 


$ 4.829.41 


$ 107.90 





S '66.']88.'2i 
86,478.98 


$ 28680 


95,058.70 
2,729.576.86 




$ 6.835.00 




1,586,966.82 






121.077.58 




' 14,*2il.42 






16,240.70 


85,4i6.86 


91.479.70 
80,607.87 


12,710.22 
6,631.96 


4,843,615.20 
4,7d8,53l.32 


.16 




14,5U6.88 










.'i9 

11,488.02 

396.06 

44a 66 

12.69 


2^6,686.86 


l&SO 


686.'98 
28.10 


ii6.26 
17,324.46 


20.87 
62,686.01 


76.21 
84.411.29 


11,069.66 

4,628.892.73 

8,880.58 






mos 


109.81 
178.44 
728.44 
662.00 
40,836.62 
10.441.17 


10, 834. 67 






1,362.02 
1,225.07 


lii,698.47 






20, 202. 50 










101,208.41 


606.20 




74,661.48 
918.07 
60.00 


4,611.74 
806.09 


4,4ia81 
1.671.90 


1.818,788.62 
721,421.19 






12,881.80 










3,666.'68 

6.00 


6,911.05 






300.00 
50.00 


204.81 
17.27 


4,607.64 
610.73 


204, 142.49 






26,689.27 






15,826.78 




1&02 






17.50 
8,617.98 
6.023.09 
1. OSS. 38 


64.74 


5.820.18 


81.30 






178,517.37 


868.41 




7.741.88 
21.660.81 


3,278.78 
1.514.26 


866.70 
86.74 


365,667.50 


82 




140,571.17 


$ 96.788.10 


1 20,228.82 


$ 362,678.70 


$ 01,904.06 


S 808.806.04 


t 89,511.18 


t 22.788,059.81 



f Credit 



Digitized by 



Google 



60 



Q 
H 

H 
Z 

o 

I 
< 

o 

T 

CO 
CO 

a. 
X 

a 

o 
z 



a. 
O 



o 
2 

CO 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



"ir si 



0*0000 «D 00 



te' 



ao'^aSta 



joo-^od 
• MsS3 



ooo* 



18^ 255 



80Ot^>Sc^)ta00 






a6«DC> 



oooSSoo 



ii 



^o 

^5 






i>S5u3 



S 



: ^seS 


CO • 


: rf«' 


ii 









^5 



06<Dt> 






sss 






jioSS 

o(5"io 






3SS 

eooOf-T 



4dSoq5 wO 



&^Sm I So 



S8 



S :SS8 






2?5 






S^3^ 



!SS28 

ill 









of 00 



•111 






Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



61 



Q 
H 

P 
% 

H 

O 
U 

I 
< 

o 



CO 
2 

QU 

X 
2 



a. 

O 

I 

g 

d 

< 



-xo JO ag^t^aaojed 



l«>o^ povJO 






J 

8 



\ 
I 



I 



m 



'W "f ^•^ t^ 00 00'* "^ 



. CD . .43 

ill 6 

ill a 



$«ss 



•■s|$- 



^ 



Digitized by 



Google 



62 



TWENTY -SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 30-OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Maintenance of Waj and Straotores. 



II 



08 

is 



ii 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe , 

Chicago, Bnrlinfrton & Qiilncy 

Chicago Great Western , 

Mason City & Fort Dodge , 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pad 1c 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Panl , 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota , 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 
Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley * 

Chicago, Rock Island & Padflo 

Colfax Northern * 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern.. . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

DubuQue & Slouz City (Illinois Central) .... 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis .... 

Muscatine North & South 

Ne^'ton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash.... 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



760.80 

2,790,649.88 

4.477,726.26 

589.462.26 

27.018.18 

64,914.21 

8,883,464.66 

8,687,890.28 

7,618.16 

904,916.98 

828.288.60 

2,771,900.07 

2,866.01 

4,647.14 

12,426 44 



18,641.16 

487,747.19 

286,178 61 

•.7M.69 

1,407.76 

284,260.60 

16,761 86 



1,606 69 

1,712.807.08 

1,072.802.46 

182,726.26 



!. 



674,247.28 

886,879.86 

24.256.01 

47.41 

21'. 64 

588,607.72 

88li,707.15 

84t,'270.'8S 

46,862.61 

408,976.66 

22.60 



20L20 



11.276.00 

183,860.64 

2.678.91 

71.87 



6,4^.77 



4,065.26 

184,804 88 

847.412.21 

144.68 



186.62 

768,772.77 

1,809,807.86 

151,282.78 

15.800.22 

28,122.67 

620.827.90 

606,010.17 

1.870.28 

104,661.68 

48,704.98 

614.622.82 

1,746.64 

8,221.10 

6a 78 



487.49 

o6l,07L17 

,480,606.17 

61,94a 61 

5,826.81 

14,846.77 

,282. 18a 10 

788,486.76 

8.044.90 

279,121.68 

99,680.88 

761.109.68 

860.18 

1.602.41 

4,184.81 



7,496.00 
84,478.47 
101.424.68 

6,274.47 



8,172.08 

02,006.06 

100,488.61 

674.04 



72,780.92 
11,046.48 



85, 68a 28 
1,899.60 



602.68 

861.588.15 

848,008.60 

25,897.21 



1,880.S2 
296,073.84 
815,290.78 
87,900.60 



128. 860. 870. «3> 8. 454. OOP. 47 > 5.814,238.021 6,661 701. 18 



•For period July I, 1902 to February 16, 1908. 
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EXPENSES-ENTIRE LINE. 



MaintODanoe of Way and Strnctares. 




fill 



2s. 

Hi 



s 



80,284.78 

211.532.74 

22,«7fl.74 

1,658.61 

2,921.42 

20^,416.19 

204,822.05 

4d0.90 

41,848.08 

17.168.75 

115,825.88 

16.80 

186.98 

88.10 



2,910.16 
24,88)07 
82,901.98 



20,977.99 
157.81 



50.67 
45,689.67 
106,272. 
7,086.80 



$ 1.149,728.45 



44.05 

689,882.60 

871,680.84 

88,111.65 

2,701.78 

4,784.16 

748,880.68 

605,816.85 

605.77 

268,117.08 

94.811.08 

840, 06a 49 

99.08 

88.80 

1,276.45 



4,172.00 
64,078.62 
40,921.68 

1,178.64 



96,266.16 
9.20 



5.08 

862,809 06 

8GO,40&94 

17, 90ft. r 



t 4,628,115 26 



8,887.97 



28,608.40 
86,801.69 



1,631.67 
' 1S0.'47 



17,777.26 



$ 8^761.86 



76,782.84 

86, 89a 28 

19,060 08 

656.79 

2,48.66 
48,611.88 
21,687.79 
60.85 
14, 22.'. 86 

4.858.49 
45, 82a 12 



1,896.25 
2,233.70 
10,534.07 



4.75$ 



2,005.62 
8,817.28 

""984.'74 

488.12 

11,192.86 



66.f<9 
19.95 



1.05 



5,888 50 
8,661.66 



'2.878.05 
682.24 



2,069.06 
19.60 



868.98 



80.960.95 

42.078.89 

l,690.r 



8.860.91 

4,175.81 

820.67 



9,612 65 

1,696 66 

148.78 

1,106,000.00 

2,627.10 



6,159.18 



2,715.18 

2,579.60 

468.98 



1,852.18 



.60 

i; 284* is 



S 401.268.92 



I 60,810 661 1,184.899 54 



i,47ari 

5, 472, 887. C2 

8,778,694.61 

927,096.86 

56,4ia41 

112,888.26 

8.452,04&09 

6,289,628.02 

18,540.81 

2,041.684.88 

685,813.11 

5,075.424.66 

4,610.11 

9,.631.88 

18,298.07 

19.95 

49,881.57 

847,812.07 

519,151.92 

15,806.44 

1,407.76 

407.H27.97 

29.888.96 

**"9,'i22.'46 

2,986,51&99 

8,700.961.69 

274.610.40 



I 46,742,488,49 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REEORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 31— OPERATING EXPENSES 





Maintenance of Equipment. 


Railroads. 


. QQ 


R( pairs and 
renewals 
of locomo- 
tives. 


Repairs and 
renewals 
of passen- 
ger cars. 


Ames & College 


i 179.688.07 

21^276.60 

11,126.82 

682.21 


1 789.21 

1,743, 68.74 

8,201,836.65 

481,128.74 

14,698.00 

20,241.95 

1,218,472.6; 

1,931,888.86 

658.87 

417,301.71 

144,802.97 

l,72;7,854 8? 

183.68 

1,910.89 

2,659.58 

647.85 

10,718.56 

277,652 95 

187, 168 58 

1,829.44 

1,028.84 

110,408.06 

7,6ia78 


9 202 10 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

nhinacm. Barllnirton & Onlncv . . 


444,494.79 

718,872.16 

88,178 04 

S, 22a 62 

6. 169. 41 


Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Wester 11 


97,659.86 
180,999.47 


500,662.58 
684, 084. 40 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


785.68 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & OmahA 

Fremont, Elkh< >rn & Missouri Valley • 

Chicaso. Rook Island & Pacific 


80.611.64 

15.038 04 

180,214.89 

616.16 


128,146.89 

25, 88a 75 

407,611.41 

98.59 


Colfax Northern 


CrookedCreek 




Davenport, Rook Isla'-d & Northwestern .... . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls A Northern 

Des Moines Union ,..,,,, ^ „ 


iooc'oo 

12,270.89 
8,761.29 


46. 6B 

4oaoo 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 


66,088.68 


Iowa Oentral ."'. 


22,969.04 


Albia & Centerville 


221. 9r 


Manchester & Oneida 


8,'366!88 




Minneapolis & St. Louis. 


87,900.84 


Muscatfne North & South a 


79 88 


Newton & Northwestern 






Tabor & Northern 




189.26 

2.180,567.46 

1,811.864.64 

63,661.28 


68.25 


Union E»aciflo 

Wanash 

WiUmar & Sioux IVtlls 


124,227.57 
(6.666.82 
8,062.42 


280,295.12 

846,447.06 

5,728.02 






Total 


« 1,220.048.18 


$ 14.996,011.90 


9 8,718.693.(9 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February lt<, 1903. 
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—ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 







elf 



I*-* a 






•d*i t»» 



b *' s "^^ 

ou O o eS 



o 



1, 989, 092.68 
8»2ea,(»7.48 

;»o;e64.68 

. 7.780 W 

1l,5S2.08 

l,76i,879.»7 

8,011,221,84 

91.40 

361,6S7.43 

79,046.76 

1.200, 17a 87 



661.41 

1. 894. 44 

808.65 

1,187.16 

2fi8, 144.67 

104,882.86 

l,0ia87 

6.64 

124,810.70 

906.64 



972,296.89 

807,129 66 

81,068.62 



87,8J8.26 
104, 86a 80 



86, 66a 26 
61,111.92 
88 44 
17,694.16 
2, 72a 26 
49.068.00 



I 2,461.19 



195,683.34 

194,778.23 

81,281.11 

1,219.67 

1,842.18 

126,182.14 

153,441.74 

67.69 

64,860.68 

6,466.48 

168,996.62 

15 66 



8, 68a 96 
17,801.96 
18,012.67 



7,73a 66 
12, 97a 80 



969.07 

1,18a 76 

10.787.62 



54a 49 

185.148.78 

48, 99a 65 

117.669.88 

6,629.06 

4.OT6.82 

106.60a29 

186, 68a 66 

308 

49,449.96 

12,868.77 

869,948.03 



11,484.94 

8,864.69 

86.46 



4, 87a 74 



112.40 

6.40 

a 268. 12 

29,868.20 

11,671.16 



4.06 
182.12 

2,246.'68 
786.74 



60.00 



4,661.10 
81,811.27 
a 797. 79 



14, 78a 99 



700.18 



a746.86 



66,416 97 
81, 14a 80 
4.0S2.49 



29,869.18 



a 10 

237,666 06 

278,821.48 

282.40 



12,022.48 

7,698.70 

482.11 



22.00 

646,907.46 

101.644.48 

879.08 



1,489.80 

4, 783. 79a 62 

7,762,987.87 

l,0ia060.94 

88,082.69 

44,441.94 

a89a884.18 

5,178,176.80 

1,65a 06 

1,100,470.68 

287,49a 89 

a 444, 677. 10 

869.04 

2,622.80 

4,2iai8 

2.089.92 

27,284.98 

684.001.68 

292,741.14 

2,696.84 

1,085.48 

804,632.24 

a8oai6 



222.61 

4.669.438.70 

a 114. 66a 96 

9a 68a 82 



t ia870.86a88l 669,187.791 81.820.88 1 1,660.664.60 



1. 97.011.298 1.091,819.121 8a64a896.0g 



t Including work cars, 
t Oredlt. 
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TWBNTT-8IXTH ANNUAL BBPOBT OF THE 



TABLE No. 32— OPERATING EXPBMSE8— 



BaUronds. 



Oondnotliig Tnuportallan. 



Is 



H 



ii 



Ames & OoUege 

Atohlaon, Topeka&0ante Fe. 

Chicago, BuriinRton & Qvlnoj 

Chicago Great western. 

ICason City & Fort Dodge 

WiBcon^n« Minnesota & Padflc 

Chicago, Milwaukee A St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, lowa&Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

ITremont, Blkhorn A Missouri Valley* 

Chicago. Book Island A Pacific , 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Book Island & Northwestern... 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuone & Siouz'Clty (lUiitols Central) .... 
Iowa Central 

Albla & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern , 

Tsbor & Northern i... 

UnionPaciflo 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



888,1106. SB 

818.141. 80 

86,000.26 

2,S6a€0 

6,070.08 

688.008.26 

380,800.04 

2,1«4.80 

110,106.88 

18,888.10 

400,716.40 

i,2oaoo 

8,664.44 

nail 



8,800.00 
79.867.86 
60,174.79 



80,474.44 
8,878.88 



870,088.68 
266,020.80 
26,746.68 



1,184.60 

8, 868,80a 78 

8,408,068.42 

667,644.91 

20,600l64 

41,708.81 

8.060,646.84 

8.880,140.00 

8,474.86 

748,666.06 

260.840.48 

2.880.178.41 

1.820.91 

2,776.94 

4.928.64 

4,144.28 

22,416.76 

864,148.16 

888,817.09 

8,168.69 

8.140.02 

166,244.01 

6 678.02 

8,804.18 

1,84a 86 

1,668.787.48 

1,440. 66a 80 

74,00a88 



1.71L97 

2. 188; on. 75 

4. 128, 08a le 

940.6aa09 

86,884^ 

68,90al6 

4.07B,94&74 

4,487,870.22 

2.9ia61 

1,820,728.84 

688,4ia26 

2,986,612.28 

2,ooai7 

2,288.74 
8,807.06 
8,875.64 
8,216. OB 

270.756.25 

262.884.82 
8.466.08 
2.811.91 

874,557.88 

4.884.60 

8|888.f8 

8.808.64 

2.179.612.10 

1,404.688.29 

106,889.48 



Total. 



8,464.866.891 80,686,971.761 86^087.488.80* 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 10, 19C8. 



r 
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ENTIRE LINE-CONTiNxnM). 



Oondnotiiig Transportation. 



4.07 

147,006.04 

219,017.18 

44.148.64 

2,010.80 

2,68L88 

148,990.80 

101,820.80 

Ma 97 

40,070.10 

18.299.66 

189,848.00 

29 06 

210.20 

016.18 

244.40 

8. 228. 19 

18,017.81 

14.007.04 

829.22 

17.00 

8,888.18 

885.90 



&40 

104,800.70 

99.418.28 

O,O9d.07 



265.00 ... 
80.948.79$ 
182.808.68 
48,881.01 ... 



90,8l&02 
146,006.00 
162.60 
21.420.20 
12.894.90 
07,026.15 



128.04 

111.08 

0686 

466.80 

17,161.62 

9,171.48 

88.08 

148.06 

0,784.09 

879.42 

2&00 

41.86 

84,811.74 

64,069.88 

8,678.82 



68,004.96 
78,260.16 



1,606.81 

2,183.87 

01.666.08 

78,81&80 

9.68 

14,888.42 

4.882.88 

89,240.47 

196.91 



69.85 

'4,064.'i7 

6.182.96 

8,697.14 

79.77 



8,108.01 



71.01 

84,096.68 

88,708.67 

1,628.98 



1,040.60 

1,478,186.12 

2.186.0S4.42 

866,428.00 

18.060.26 

82,617.68 

8,009,628.20 

2,645,870 81 

2, 168.86 

617,869.16 

194, 885 81 

1,601.707.19 

1,667.12 

096.21 



8,686.12 

10,697.25 

220,696.68 

187,786.76 

1,888.80 

1.485.66 

106,810.86 

1.699.86 

7.86146 

672.81 

067,888.62 

998,888.72 

64.897.96 



410,648.00 

686,666.10 

28,048.74 

1.472.70 

1,977.10 

484,060.06 

460,027.46 

811.80 

108.182.00 

24.040.91 

617.668.68 

84.06 



480.00 

629,054.41 

1,404,409.76 

162.770.82 

8,81T.86 

6,196.17 

1,227,225.16 

1.481,778.68 

8.40 

210.897.75 

88, 46a 46 

779,8il.08 



278.87 
88.54 

965.10 
76.488.12 
15,608.18 

160.67 



6.171.59 



28.608.19 
76,621.46 
84,194.22 



25.910.88 

48.70 

201 80 

24.06 

882.722.24 

880.767.61 

7,117.31 



66,076.86 
1.681.26 



482,069.28 

607,00a87 

10,920.10 



619,7091 87 
670.781.86 
118,942.90 
5.477.77 
12.251.75 
882.182.09 
592.662.86 

800.07 
146,224.06 
40.622.00 
46,266 10 

182.46 



8,214.79 
967.04 



66,786.67 

86,178.62 

607.62 



88,625.08 
1,495.00 



46.69 

487,920.62 

297.88&91 

19.404.98 



S 1.268.80O.2K 792,440.821 474.668.04t 18.684.402.961 8.806.576 601 7,188.191.181 8.779,820.02 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 33— OPERATING EXPEN 



Railroads. 



Oondnotliig Transportation. 



8| 
I- 




Ames & OoUege 

Atohlson, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chloaffo, BnrUnffton & Qolncy 

Chicago areat western 

Mason Olty & Fort Dodge 

Wlsoonsln. Minnesota & Padflo 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P.. Minneapolis & Omaha.. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Yall^*. . . 

Chicago, Book Island & Paelflc 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Slouz City (Illinois Central) .. 
Iowa Central 

A)bla& Oenterrille 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis A St Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor A Northern 

Union Paolilo 

Wabash 

WlUmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



9 1,286.278 68 

2,296.]M8.50 

411,606.02 

11,111.1' 

20,102.17 

2,808,261.26 

2,460,614.80 

2,46aoe 

486,021.85 

126, 716. 10 

1,287,881.61 

1,020.00 

1,461.80 

11,480.2.' 

1,401.17 

22,487.20 

186,066.61 

78,088.18 

2,0.'8.68 

748.78 

106,8.7.16 

4,081.84 

1,440.00 

708.46 

766,741.76 

1,140,041.42 

42,170.10 



101,466.64 

246,886.10 

81.672 06 

1.408.66 

2.710.26 

186,786 90 

246,248 60 

618.46 

66,676.72 

20,27&8> 

160.868.68 

66.78 



1,018.91 

4 26 

972.10 

24,048.06 

7,261.81 

64.74 

90 97 

9, 286.80 

206.18 



402,857.8» 

81,111.12 

1.208. 10 

8,024.76 

181,846.04 

881,768.15 



4,601.45 



40,172.29 
9,811.97 



8,406.90 
1,290.90 



72.88 
07.849.97 
72,860.14 
6,699.26 



6.086.60 



<18. 129. 680. 80 1 1,248.718.481 1,061.8601 16 



• For period from July 1, 1908, to February 16, 100& 
t CredUt. 
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SES— ENTIRE LINE— Continubd. 



Oondactlng Traxuporfcatlon. 





isr 



II: 



109,061.66 

S89. 296.81 

87,29:2.42 

6,204.08 

8,427.48 

141,496.46 

490,865.68 



t9 4,196.66 



8,029.96 



48,214.27 
285,847.09 



17,970.40 



196.96 
20 00 



1,289.06 



880,616.12 

818,185 97 

46.880.81 

2.091.19 

8,669 77 

268,908.94 

851,712.26 

221.66 

69,589.57 

24,945.29 

889,90ai4 

62.47 

66.60 

160.07 

216.10 



104.994.68 

802,159.46 

75,616.88 

6,72&26 

8,881.68 

8081,600.71 

606,166.24 

79,"4i6.'26 

18,617.01 

806,861.26 



62,999.44 
77.707.7;J 



160,698.01 



8,204.87 
61.19 



68.76 



2.887.90 



46.896.81 

22,08^.27 

174.12 

66 08 

17.264.64 

106.46 



27.85 

1.426.90 

2,799.10 

228.20 

48.684 71 

18,716.17 



42.972.74 
67.144.74 

80.60 
10,871.66 
8,797.84 
68,288 89 

28.26 



8,668.78 



49.27 



6,460.97 

7,710.08 

71.66 



29,969.11 
130.00 



4,626.94 
24a 04 



147, 52a 04 
•237,886.90 



150,646.42 

210,866.77 

496 

21,848.21 

8.826.17 

219.062.66 

12.16 



8.27 



15.675.18 
1,048.94 



4,420.61 
85.00 



270.82 
274,187.84 
803, 72a 89 
24.469.62 



808.27 



20,861.91 
12.045.00 



44.18 

165,289.51 

128,049.7(« 

7.684.89 



6.25 

181.24&89 

281,827.46 

4.00a25 



14.46 
48,668.64 
24,002.91 
2,120.06 



60.889.87 



8.00 

186,846.68 

86,866.87 

966.96 



t 2.062,584.81 » 57.624 81 1 2,107.698.82 



I 2.864,868.74$ 401,091.22 



68.048.00 



I 1,286,061,96 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 38— 



Bailroads. 











t 802.29 

9.766.76 

264,069.79 

84,979.29 

i2,ooaoo 

3,864.69 
267.689.96 
886. 86a 20 

2,06a64 
84,928.86 

1,807.80 

866.468.18 

46a 40 

1,687.10 

7.047.87 














1 




t 600,087.88 


2,6IL10 


$ 191.60 


1.88 




S 










12 




"m.i'i 

t 66.296.88 

66.'074:98 

107.844.14 
42,942.98 







2 




1,T0 
1.66 

2 
10 

1 
2.17 


Omaha .. 
r*.... 


1,071.91 

"274.67 

1,09a 61 

26a 44 


61.68 

"m69 
97.88 
171.47 












1 








s 


•n 




















16,889.82 

188,42a 41 

W, 668.41 

2.220.80 

604 46 

80,000.(0 

2,869.69 




intral). .. 








71 










4l«„,, 











24.44 

8.00 
2ia04 
28.67 

*"'8.'79 

2.40 

208.9 

79.26 


90.86 










76.66 

14a 81 










99.74 




















677.68 
16,999.68 
26.200 00 
14»894.27 


66.70 




296,9i6.6i 


961.47 
"i29i92 


802.67 


6,608.87 




126 42 





18,428.28 


181.01 






Total 


S 1.070.172.86 


6.898.02 


S 167. 81 


1 l,688.86a84 


9,412.49 


1 179.87 



• For period JuIt 1, 1902 to Febrnarj 16. 190a 

fDoM not inolnde taxes on F. B. & M. 7. Line prior to February lOr. 1906. 
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TAXES— CONTINUBD . 



1 

< 




i 




1 


h 


1 








1 . . 


1 802.26 

1.278,447.29 

1,748.096.82 

208,897.05 

12,000 00 

18, 72a 90 

1,470.114.97 

t 1.668.887.06 

2,668.54 

446.896.46 

186,995.48 

1.069,606.28 

468 4(1 

1,687 10 

12,826.68 


1.96 

4,828.86 

8,095.69 

846.18 

126.78 

271.00 

6,682.57 

7,827.88 

26.40 

1,688.76 

1.485.16 

5.184.06 

6.00 

17.61 

40.76 


$ 152.07 
268.72 


S 1.066. SOa 82 


4, 25a 66 
1.458.29 


S 265.87 
165.85 








Si, 026. 42 








215.84 


5,851.76 






240 06 












98.90 


""176*678.61 


" 1,666.' 36 
1,614.29 


""iiasi 

111.08 








600.92 
219 99 


179.246.96 








214 04 










100 88 


10.182.65 


88.20 

827.89 

1,928.65 


ii6.4& 

84.78 
226.67 








278.28 


^.mS 








05 46 


486,229.48 








210.20 










77 20 














95 80 














274.08 




























16,888.82 

142,504.75 

81.7ia61 

2, 22a 80 

604.46 

119.274.76 

2,860.69 


4.00 

767.52 

614.68 

24.44 

aoo 

641.84 
28.67 


4,222.25 
188.12 


4.064.84 


44.94 


90.88 














168 78 














90.86 














76.66 


8,887.88 


4a 08 


8&28 








185.88 










99 76 




























677.58 
802,256.86 
664,-702.06 
76.042.25 


8.79 

2,956.70 

2.140.20 

486.78 


66 70 


40O,6O&46 


1.991.26 

002.80 

9&64 


246.88 
481.96 
125.21 








271.28 


200,281.86 








810 58 


11,724.91 








174.01 












S 8, 000. 689. 51 


18.968 66 


S 211.66 




— 





1 9.895.842.64 


44.06a 66 


1 224.68 
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TWBNTYH3IXTH ANNUAL REPOBT OP THB 



TABLE No. 39— CURRENT 



Railroads. 



a 



Ames A Ck>Ilege 

AtchlBon, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, BorUnjiton & Qolnoy 

CThicagoQreat western 

Mason Olty & Fort Dodee 

Wisoonsin, Minnesota & Paoiflc 

Chicago, MllwankeeA St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota • 

Chicago, St. Panl, Minneapolis & Omaha. . 

Fremont, Elkhom & Missouri Valley 

Chicago, Rock Island & Padflc 

Oolfaz Northern 

Crooked Creek. 

Davenport, Rook Island Sb Northwestern ... 

Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern .... 

Des Moines Union 

Daboqae & Sionx City (Illinois Central) 

towa Central 

Albia & OenterrlUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Lonls 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern , 

Union Padflc — 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Fftlls 



no. 2», 077 06 

4,7«8,a3Q.n 

507,88aM 



Total.... 



19B.017.17 
a,600,50S.18 
0,260.456.12 



875.511.11 



14,00a0W.48 
8,862.13 



877.81 

81,786.88 

7.688.40 



13S.61LfO 
4,841.00 
4.747.18 

108, 843. 8i 
2,328.66 



1,657,289.14 

067.064.86 

25,282.81 



$51,070,781.01 
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ASSETS AND LIABILITIES. 



Cash and Current Assets Available for Payment of Current Liabilities. 



► 
is 


is 

|5 


Net traffic 
freight 
balsnoe 
due from 
o t h o r 
oomiMui- 


Due from 
solvent 
oompan- 
ies and 
individu- 
als. 


tm 

S'^9 j 

£ 2 o 8 p. 


I'll 


1 




i"8ii,'6i9.'66 

8,006.87 

818, 87a 68 


i" ■868.'748.*66 
1,066,887.28 

""190,989 67 
IOS.868.94 










12,280,642.88 


1 6,877,174.28 
4,790,718.61 

287,446.'06 

1,460.00 

272,70a56 






t ia706 414. 2& 


on, 087. 11 


5 84,i67.28 
129,462.01 


$ 1,127,090.64 
821.64a 70 


11,606.909.74 

2. 844. 04a 71 

267,446.06 

194,867.17 

10.880,666.81 












048,36&88 
2,817,6iai9 

■'8'8,8i6.'68 

'l,824,'6e6.S7 
8,417.61 
1,418.74 
1,801.77 
2,460.42 


868,005.11 
808,60&76 




264,66L84 




12,841,184.86 






075. 88 


1,284,298.80 




494,221.29 


8.018,817.11 






00.242.75 


68*29 

66.69 


9,069,807.79 

62.76 

8,461.48 

64,960.78 

17,062.78 


1,876.'61 


i,*688.*99 

208; 796.82 

291,172.42 
66,601.97 


26,074,840.64 

9, 9oi.ua 

4. 92a 46 
270,011.27 






* ■ "9;889:68 

24a 82 

80,144.62 

218.86 


842,418.86 


88.860,80 




122,740.80 




' ■"iw.iod.M 

1,8:^8,16 




166.497.06 

171,679.46 

887.14 


166.740.67 


660,000.00 


890,986.81 
18; 88a 01 


l,891,622.fi8 






20; 66a 88 

4,747.18 

1,061.688.44 




122.80 


100,026.60 
880L70 

i.w.os 

801,887.41 
620,891.48 




222,697.49 
9,268.29 


i8,*88a69 
7,000.00 


"487,' 1*44.' 08 
116,038.89 






186,080.04 










""8ei*779.14 
"" 14,466.'78 






89,624.84 

""2,'742,'0W.'67 
606,60a66 


41,061.89 


i5.M0^'iia 12 

68,280127 


28,800,949.07 
866.094.68 


7,688,741.88 
68,00174 


48,997.716.16 

6,916,882.66 

648,806.11 


n9,872,84L60 


$6,688,686.86 


$2,048, 744. 60 


$ 46,8e6,66&88 


$ «,678,980.88 


S 6,814.188 44 


t 141,829,716.62 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 40— CURRENT ASSETS 



RaUroMls. 



Oarrent LUbllitim to and 



il 



3jd 



•« * 

u 



tl». 



Total 



I 8, 000,00a 00 



6,878.602.81 
7,880.00 



28S,666.46 
281,600.00 
88.171.88 



1.006,404.46 



860.000 00 
40,000.00 



80,82&42 

8, 260,0001 00 

608,816.06 



I 2,206.041.00 
6,107,804.00 
1,784,702.80 



I 1,482.882.86 

2, 182. 77a 61 

481.178.88 



22,806.76 
1,861,826.16 
1,762,004.11 



065,824.06 
8,4oi.*684.'06 



2.161,066.48 
2,006.181.64 



487,276.86 
'i,'487,8i4!86 



1.408.00 
81,884.46 
46,850.06 
17,642.00 
72. 88a 46 
844.848.06 
16.006.88 



147.068.67 
6.767.68 



846,817.10 

2,027,822.28 

601.887.04 



10,12L85 

" 'i6,*827.*fl7 

" i01,74a76 

7M.60 

66a 06 

08.402.85 

2,866.05 

66a» 

1,116.614.68 

710.668.86 

44,605.17 



118, 160. 287. 861820. 781. 716. 74 



818.208.840.21 



* Inoloding dlvldendB declared payable July 1, 1006. 
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AND LIABILITIES-CONTINUBD. 



Inolading Jane 80, 1908. 



4t* 




Is 

III 




I I 








t 89,100.65 




1 108.17aOO 
2.818,254.60 





1 86,062.89 
71.678.08 
101,846.06 


$14,786,719.86 

172,066.41 
4,001,61&78 
6,691,288.40 


1 16,908.414.26 
11.696,909.74 
2,844.04&71 
887,446.06 
194.887.17 
10,880,666.81 
12,811.184.86 


t 2.066.882.86 




1 8,687.66 


' 4!882!964.81 


86,896.96 




1,188,700.11 






166,000.00 
















87,076.'66 
•8, 148. 89a 26 


2,8B9,ioaoo 

096.062.62 






4.668.728.96 


606,697.87 


1 6,ooaoo 

"Sim 98 


80,870.00 


8,707,891.18 


87,626.66 


960.966.60 


79,228.60 


499.226.75 




8,018,617.11 


1,884.684.89 








n-ais 




1,686,680.00 


66. 94a 00 


986.156.26 


11,960,866.12 
8,"526.*46 


25,074,840.64 

9,901.80 

4,92&46 

270,0U.27 

842,418.86 

122, 74a 80 

168,740.87 

1,891,622.68 

20,56.^.88 

2,296.88 

1,061,628.44 

186, 06a 04 

iiidoilso 

48,997,716.16 

6,216.882.66 

648.806.11 


8.621.666.24 
8,558.17 












8,784.07 


2,786.06 








12,817.81 




8.718.66 








86.287.97 




787.60 


8,768.60 
81. 45a 00 




*"l4;427.'76 


87,805.87 






279,904.80 


8,866.66 








1,684.46 




'"86.tt4.'66 
96,626.00 




"*4fl7*. 907.92 
+ 19.600.00 

666.64 

1,868.698.48 
1.887,286.44 




486.00 
811,640.85 


7,771.86 


...... 






897*84 






'86,'884,704!9i 




198»960.40 


22,896.00 
106.60a00 


2, 072, 49a 00 

186.408.25 

1,725.00 


.... ... 


2,728 077.81 
1.844,896.46 






88.899.19 








' \ 


171.827.427.81 




jUli9.S7fl.19 


18.860.094.461 


l8 9. 888. 640 27 1100. 118. W^ 


bil^920.06«.87 


«14«,887.2«8 87 


I26.90a22a89 



fEaoeiren' ctrtlfloates. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPOBT OF THE 



TABLE No. 41— 



Railroads. 




MUes 



Lines Represented 
by Capital Stock. 



6 

a 



S . 

u 



Ames & College 

AtohlBon, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qninoy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwankee & St. Paul 

Ch|oago& North-western 

Chicago,. Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis Sb Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rook Island A Northwestern . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern , 

Des Motnes Union 

Dabncme & Sionz City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & CenterviUe 

Manchester & Oneida. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South , 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern , 

Union Pacific < 

Wabash , 

WiUmar & Sioux Falls 



2.06 

6,191.42 

10,798.64 

1,211.96 

16S.80 

809.25 

9,117.41 

10,649.49 

29.67 

2,199.07 



6,906.82 

7.00 

2a 89 

67.16 

70.70 

18.00 

960.60 

676.11 

27.62 

8.00 

790.68 

81.62 



88 99 
•407.67 



26.78 

26.65 

241.89 

tl,741.76 



78.04 



2,647.68 

826.18 

761.87 

128.88 

268.00 

t6, 669.20 

8,041.06 

26.40 

1,628.89 



114.14 



86.00 



$.91 
.00 



2.80 



9.79 

8,986.68 

8,167.90 

486.01 



18.86 



2,838.61 

6.00 

17.61 

46.76 

70.00 

4.00 

886. 

876.06 

24.44 

8.00 

260.04 

28.67 

11.00 

8.79 

1,902.04 

1.902.80 

804.26 



2,018.15 

7,269.61 

84.81 

2.90 

8.0O 



4,206.9T 



68.70 



9ia85 



480.94 
127.21 



87I.6» 



1,05&66 
0&.1O 



Total. 



67,780 11 8.766.02 88,626.68 16,69Lfl» 



*New line added. ^Including branches and spurs. 

I Including new line added. ^Deduction. 
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Digitized by 



Google 



82 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 42— 





Mileage Owned in Iowa. 


Railroads. 


1 



m 






1 

I 

3^ 


1 

■t 

s 

1. 
II 


Ain«i <?c Oollege 


1.96 

19 86 

1,357 32 

462.28 

126.73 

2a 60 

1,768.90 

1,651.77 

26.40 

74.56 


"2.'69 
216.08 


::;: 


.07 

21.42 

291. V9 

111.98 

31.67 

8.66 

871.84 

• 476 24 

8.68 

81.64 


2.06 


Atohlflnn, Tnpeica <fe Santa Pf> . . ... . , 


43 37 


Ohlcairo. 'Bni*rinfi1ron & Qnincy 


1,866.84 


CJhlcago Great Weetern 

Mam>n City ^ Fort Dodg^ 


574.21 
168.30 


WIboohbId^ Minnesota ^Ptodflo 


27 06 


Ghloago, Miiwaokee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 


28.29 
841.08 


11.18 


2.204.71 

2,860.00 

29.88 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

BVemont, ESlkhom & Miasonri Valley 






106.19 


Chicago, Hock Island & Pacific ' 


872.68 

6.00 

17.61 

84.51 

70.00 

4.00 

712.58 

418.07 

24.44 

8.00 

21a 04 

28.67 


8a68 

1.06 

2.00 
2.85 


'4.07 


207 46 
1.00 
828 
8.66 

12.00 

178 26 

91.88 

8.18 


1,168.77 
7 00 


Colfax Northern >............> 


Crooked Creek 


20 8S< 


Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

Das Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 


44.22 
7a 00 

laou 


Dabnaae & Sionz City (Illinois Central) 


897 26 


lowaCentral 


604.40 


Albia & Centerville 






27 62 


Manchfiflter ft Oneida .... 






a 00 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Mnscatine North & South 


* 




80.76 
2.96 


24a 7* 






81.62 


Newton & Northwestern 








Tabor & Northern ^ 


8.79 

2.46 

20a40 

76.70 






LOO 
88.41 
81.80 
10.80 


9 79 


Union Pacific 

WabaPh 


1.68 




87.60 
285 20 


WillniRr ft BJonx FallB 




16.26 


b7 50 






Total 


8,184.19 


678.16 


1,966.21 


10, 7" 6. 81 



* Including third and fourth tracks. 
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MILEAGE-IOWA. 





1 

X 

■s 

1 


Liines Represented by 
Capital Stook. 


i 






i. 
II 
I-" 


Hi 


It 

If 

Oh 


^ 


s 

a 

1 


1 




2.C5 

38.37 

1,787.83 

570.43 

157.11 

27.06 

2.119 53 

2.325.81 

20.96 

81.87 


1.9? 

19. f 6 
278.32 
890.80 
123.83 

2a 50 

: 1,798 90 

85a 12 

26.40 

74.56 












1.96 

19 86 

1,867.32 

462 28 

126.73 

23.60 

1.798.90 

1.551.77 

20.40 

74.56 




5.66 












7a 01 

8.78 


1,079.00 
71.48 
2.90 









+ 10a76 
26.78 


6ai6 

3 12 


I.IG 














8S.18 












42.99 


48.78 


1.198.66 






^ 4 82 


ao7 












24.52 










27.60 








"'997.46 








1,183.77 

7.00 

20.70 

44.22 

70.00 

18.00 

802.04 

467. 14 

24.44 

8.00 

284.81 

31.82 


6ia76 

aoo 

17.61 

84.61 

70.00 

4.00 

820.68 

285.86 

24.44 

aoo 

18a 06 
2a 67 
21.00 

2.46 
20a40 
76.7(1 


860 92 


806 36 




2. 17a 49 

6.00 

17 61 

84.51 

70.00 

4.00 

7ia68 

450.07 

24.44 

aoo 

2ia04 
28.67 
21.00 

a 79 

2.46 

208.40 

7a 7C 


ia44 








.19 


























.72 




























5.22 


886.00 
12r.21 












47.28 






87.00 




4.00 


&18 
























8.98 


74.96 




























i.no 


8.79 

32.15 

235.20 

76 70 












5.35 
















.... 
560 


10 80 








2.5*5 
















823.44 


10,488 87 


4,866 10 


a300.09 




997.46 


348.85 


140 36 


9,496 00 


171.06 



+ Added dnrlng year. 

i Including branohea and spars. 

$ Including line added during year. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 43— EMPLOYES AND 



Railroads. 


1 

d 
S5 


II 
V 


11 
5^ 


1 

7i 


|8 


II 

< 


AjnA* & College , 


4 


t 800.00 


1 .25 
6 24 








AVchison, Toveka ft S^n*;!^ Per , r . . . , r 


2 


s 8.6oaoo 


1 5 00 


Oblcaeo, Burllii ston A Qoinoy 


14 


Sl.9Ua20 




Ohioago Qreat Western 


2 
1 


6, 00a 00 
8, 00a 00 


7 76 


Bfaaon CitT & Port Dodee 








8.28 


WlMOiuin, Minnesota & Paolflo 










Chicago, Milwaukee &8t. Paul* 

Gkioaffo A North- Western 


8 


60, 78a 19 


28.10 


15 
7 

1 


56,108.89 
15,710.68 
1,600.00 


iai6 
iao4 


Chioaso. Iowa & Dakota 


4 






4 75 


Ohleaoo, St. Paml, Minneapolis & Omaha 






Premont Blkhorn & Missouri Vallej-h 






2 


2.889 28 


7 ii 


Ohloavo. Rock Island & Pnoiflo ,, .r,,,. 










Colfax Northern.... .. rrrr , tt^, 


i 

8 
2 


2,400.00 
2,554.44 
2,725.19 


6.68 
2.72 
3.78 


1 


1.20a 00 


8.29 


Crooked Creek 




Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern 








T>f« Molnni. f owa Pftlls ft N'>rthei*n 








Des Moines Qnlon 


2 
12 
8 


8,266.60 
88,199.96 
81,606.12 


4.88 
7.87 
10.82 

8.47 
2.85 
5.61 

■ '4.81 

■i6.'26 


""b 






Dabnaue & Sioux GitT (Illinois Central) 


25.865.' 90 




IowaX)entral , 

Albia & CenterriUe 


4.09 


MMichester & Oneida 


8 
9 
6 

'" 2 

" I 


1.267.40 
8,492.51 
4,100.84 

2,706.60 

6,*824;i9 






MlnneanoUs & St. Louis 


15 


6,967.47 


94 


Mnfloatlne North & South 




Newton & Northwestern 


'" 1 

1 

2 






TMmm* & Northern 






TTnion PAnlltn 


2,70a 00 

8,411.10 
5,096 86 

• 182.981.68 


7.40 


Wabash 


6.99 


WillmAr ft fllonz I^lla 


6 St2 










Total 


78 


« 199,610.04 


15.94 


67 


$4.64 



* Taken from report for 1902. 



+ Por period from July 1. 1908, to Pebruarj 16. 1908. 
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SALARIES— IOWA. 



Oeneral Office Clerks. 


Station Agents. 


Other Station Men. 




isnglne Men. 


1 


1 


4 

|i 

< 


1 
55 


s 
o 

11 


4 

|| 

u 

< 




" o 

o « 


1" 
























z 

36 

281 

110 

5 

2 

425 

416 

1 

18 
8 
820 
1 
1 

7 

167 
83 


1 1, 124 50 

47,206.48 

286,582.04 

172.248.51 

7,820.25 

3,181.70 

460,015.08 

502,715.26 

1,186.10 

24,707.88 

1,646.65 

842.040.66 

800.00 

060.00 

870.64 

6,'280.'e6 
173,061.50 
07,010.26 


$ 1.54 


**"52 


$ ■'tt.siaw 


i'i'Ah 


3 

210 

87 

14 

8 

284 

286 

4 

12 


« 2,586.00 

127,788.34 

67,008.05 

10,782.10 

2,810.45 

146,W5.07 

166,100.26 

2,802.13 

0,101.62 


12.84 
1.83 
2.11 
2.11 
2.11 
1.66 
2.01 
1.84 
2.45 


14 

515 

138 

4 


1 7,666.40 

226.431.08 

82,108.10 

2,h70.80 


1.68 
1.68 


aee 

4.10 
4.20 








4.20 
4.20 


00 
31 


72,808.05 
^,006.86 


2.85 
8.10 


075 

406 

2 

6d 


448,528.88 

288,128.88 

480.80 

86,879.06 


1.47 

1.68 

.70 

1.87 


8.46 
3.75 

a7o 








4.80 








2 77 


14 
1 


82,068 64 
363.(?7 

lV07a7I 

i,7fl8!0O 

28,812.87 
40,148.82 


7.80 
1.00 

"2*80 

' 'L23 
l.Ol 
1.27 


462 

1 
2 
2 


2i6,i76.6o 

705.00 
1.113.06 
1,83a 04 


1.62 
1.08 
1.78 
1.50 


502 


234,001.57 


1.88 


8.77 
2.41 










3.04 


2 
4 


8 

50 
177 

1 


2,477.20 

■ 26,'06i."88 

84,835.65 

22,004.04 

210.00 


1.11 

'i.'82 

1.80 

1.06 

.80 


a 01 

**2."o6 


40 

81 


120 
77 
2 


80.484.06 

88,676.00 

1,820.00 


1.76 
1.38 
1.81 

1.65 
2.00 


a 70 

8.74 






2 

15 
2 


748.78 
10, 72a 00 
1.081.50 


2.06 


05 

1 


12,470.66 
412.00 


.88 
1.18 


20 
4 


17,726.47 

2.oaaoo 


12 
8 


2,633 58 
1,820.00 


.40 
1.40 


a78 

a 16 






2.41 
2.67 
1.61 


• 

12 


818 46 
4,800.00 
8.482 23 
6,868.26 


2.60 
4.38 
2.10 
1.56 








1 


606.76 


1.80 


9 


10.224.00 
8.0.3&76 
5.202 40 

S 280,708.41 


118 
87 
6 


70,251.10 

20, 87a 85 

772.58 


2.02 

1.76 

.74 




11 
6 


17 
5 


22,686.62 
6, 156. 08 


«.22 
4.00 


446 


12.00 


1,620 


S 800.054.40 


1 1.70 


8.167 


1 1.511.260.43 


S 1.55 


1,«65 


12,178,864.02 


$a8i 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 44.— EMPLOYES AND 



Railroads. 



Firemen. 



Oonductora. 



It 
11 









» a 



i| 

« c 

> ^ 
< 



Amee & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, BvirlinRton & Qoincy 

Chicago Qreab Western 

Mason City A Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific. 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St Paul* 

Chicago & North- Western 

Ohlcag I, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paal, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley t ■ 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 



Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern . 

Dt« Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des MoineH Union 

DubuQue & Sioux City (Illinois Central) . 

Iowa Central 

4lbia & CeotervlUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Nev« ton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern . 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Wlllmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



261 

110 
6 



428 
497 

8 
18 

S 
398 

1 

1 



7 
169 
86 



19,876. 

174,391. 

101,931. 

4.685. 

1,858. 

806,565 

860,342. 

1,182. 

15, 185. 

998. 

214.296. 

660 

600. 

2t8. 



$2.87 
2.61 
2.64 
2.64 
2 64 
2.28 
2.28 
1.89 
2 69 
1.68 
2.61 
1.78 
1.98 
1.86 



8.283 32 
102,416.82 
69.392.66 



962.00 
11,997.17 
1,252.00 



522.45 



18.069.44 
8.814.86 



1 80 
2.18 
2.17 



2.69 
2 22 
2.00 



2 46 
2.84 



•2 
26 
161 



270 
297 

1 
14 

1 
220 



2,016$ 1.898,467.28$ 2.20 1.237$ 1,866.781.58$ 8.66 



1,040.50 

85,977.44 

169.968.88 

80,022.00 

8,H61.00 

2,540.25 

280, 424. 88 

812,649.32 

1,027.25 

15. 150. 44 

1,066.78 

263,749.18 

627.60 

600.00 

818.78 



95.018.48 
59, 075. (^ 



665.92 

12,006.28 

900.00 

672.'66 



12,683.96 
8,874.71 



$ 1.42 
4.01 
3.68 
3.48 
3.48 
a48 
3.81 
3.67 

a28 

3.46 
5.39 
8.16 
1.72 
1.98 
8.61 



8.36 
3.14 

L82 
8.44 
2.87 

1*80 



8. 98 
8.44 



* Taken from report from 1 02. 

t For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1903. 
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S A L ARIES— IOWA— Continued . 



Other Trainmen. 


Machinists. 


Carpenters. 


Other Shopmen. 


1 
55 


il 

1" 


J 
11 

II 

< 


a 

1 




El 


s 

II 

< 


1 

1 


1 




1 


§ 

11 
ft 


If 

|8 


i 








02 
63 
20 
20 
20 
40 
34 
62 
82 
16 
86 

29 
75 

85 
28 
25 

68 
34 
74 














32 


1 19.476.48 

219.516.99 

142,028.80 

7,476 20 

1,868.50 

823. 631. K3 

428,715.94 

1,558.01 

21,114.27 

1,275.38 

317.323.17 

1,080.00 

93.12 

2,088.30 


12.36 
2.29 
2.56 

2! 56 
1.90 
2 00 
2.49 
2.33 
8.22 
2.84 
1.48 
1.86 
2.08 


55 

278 

46 

5 

2 

105 

388 

1 

81 

90 

16 


1 51.550.80 

203,052.01 

52,58J.OO 

5.840.00 

2,336.00 

78.758.97 

212.887.98 

819.64 

58,749 47 

41.129.55 

16,484.32 






431 

882 

162 

17 


i 228, 91" i. 60 

496,682.24 

149,508.90 

16.698.65 


$ 1.68 


383 

162 

8 

2 


882 
103 
7 
2 
259 
856 

■'**59 
92 
285 


1 213,719 88 

96,0^55.10 

6,591.90 

1.883 40 

152,404.43 

212,873.38 

621.28 

35,877.15 

32,062.51 

177,206.46 


12.82 
2.68 
2.68 
2.68 
1.88 
2.12 
1.98 
1.94 
1.69 
2.22 


2.00 
2.58 
2.63 


545 
621 

2 
29 

2 
677 

2 


614 

1.160 

2 

24 

186 

1,126 


345,929.43 

595,131.90 

690.36 

16.911.(\8 

63,266.16 

a^, 525. 27 


1.80 
1.82 
1.10 
2.85 
1.89 
1.77 


1 


1 
1 

25 
178 
165 


786.94 
5'».39 

i7,'812.50 

121,116.16 
104.649.00 

580.00 

2.951.74 
l,000.UO 


1 
6 


480.00 
8,087.32 


1.68 


3 


3 


1.860.18 


2.18 


1.66 








4 
188 
92 


2.668.00 
81,628.07 
66.796.88 


2.30 
2.46 
2.19 


48 
140 
210 

i 

17 
1 


18.532.80 
86,626.90 
94,713.60 

61300 

8.113.82 
540.00 


1 43 


104 
112 


115,999.94 
72,884.44 


2.12 
1.94 


2.22 

1.54 


1 


860.65 
14,271.12 
1.878.00 


2.34 
2.00 
2.00 

■ 2.94 
2.84 
2.12 

$2.01 


1 

7 

1 


1.40 


19 
3 


10 


6.842.48 


2.35 


1.62 
1.48 












*27."^!88 
19.571.02 
4.582.75 


'" 23 
34 

7 

1.459 


" 22,129.83 

21,441.11 
4,756.88 

$ 1.021.859.79 


09 
04 
26 

r^22 


8 

13 
4 

T714 


7,'845.42 

9,812.63 
2,571.07 


"2"79 

2.41 
2.41 


180 
86 

4:.' 

6.226 






27 
27 
16 


91.416.07 
19,830.26 
21,363.16 


2.18 
1.78 
1.89 


2,808 


1 1,745.167.77 


S 1.098.314.49 


12.08 


$ 2,885,552.6»i 


$ 1.76 
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TWKNTY- SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 45— EMPLOYES AND 



Rfillroads. 



Section Foremen. 



Other Trackmen . 












c 

SI 



Amea & Oollege 

Atchison, Topeka ft Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington ft Qnlncy 

Chicago Qreat Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul* 

Chicago ft North'Westem. 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis ft Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley t . . . 

Chicago. Bock Island & Paoinc 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport. Rock Island & Northwestern.... 

Dss Moines, Iowa Falls ft Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuaue Ik. Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia ft Centervllle 

Manchester ft Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis. 

Muscatine North & South. , 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern , 

Union Pacific. 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



1 
6 

275 
86 
16 
2 

278 

805 

8 

12 

1 

467 
1 
8 
8 



2 

116 



48a 00 

8,900.00 

160,.i84.7fi 

46.647.00 

8,760.00 

1,005 (JO 

154,566.85 

168,060.84 

1,560 00 

6,675.00 

302.86 

289,022.66 

555.00 

1,440 00 

J, 671. 37 



1,642.50 
M, 327. 93 
46,027.20 

2,040.M< 

610.00 

20,010.70 

1,600.00 

468.'75 
1,426.17 
6,608.65 

6,107.80 



1.31 

1.80 

1 

1.60 

1.50 

1.50 

1 77 

1.78 

1.65 

1.78 

1.53 

1.82 

1.52 

1.53 

1.70 

2.26 
1 58 
1.40 
L40 
1.60 
1.46 
1.71 

1.68 
2.47 
1.83 
1.41 



86 

2.206 

810 

64 

6 

1,011 

2,066 

19 

10b 

1 



32,401.56 

888.472.66 

452, 344. .50 

80,166.30 

3,3611.10 

886. 888. 3[ 

807,282.65 

6,915.80 

58,808.8^ 

486.62 

976.696.011 

2,850.50 

1,969 17 

10.860.41 



1,083 

496 

17 

4 

87 
12 

"5 
35 
61 
107 



16,707.60 

848,099.40 

186,269 72 

6,680.4(1 

l,387.7rt 

84,827.46 

6,684.00 

"i'iis.K 

10,071.20 
24,881.41 
88.894.68 



I,786S 986.604.511 1.72111,623 I 4.287,998.60 I 1.1 



$ 1.45 
1.43 

1.58 
1.53 
1.53 
1.26 
1.67 
1.58 
1.74 
1.10 
1.48 
1.60 
1.05 
1.58 



1.53 
1.37 
1.42 
1.51 
2.37 
1 30 
1.50 



1.34 
1.46 
1.30 
1.82 



* 'Baken from report for 1902. 
4- For period from July 1, 1902, 



to February 16, 1908. 
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SALARIES— IOWA— Continued. 



Switohmen, Flagmen 
and Watchmen. 


Telegraph Operators 
and Dispatchers. 


Employes Aoooimt of 
Floating Bqoipment. 


All 


Other Employes 
and Laborers. 


1 

a 




< 


^ 


ll 


1 

< 


1 

S3 


i! 


4 


i 
i 

5ZJ 


4 

** o 
1" 


4 
ll 

II 

< 













12.16 
2.14 
1.99 
1.99 
1.99 
2.14 
2.14 
ii.09 
1.94 
1.91 
1.64 








"27 
837 
810 

4 

2 

1,808 

560 

2 

97 

1 

406 






20 


1 13,467.74 

142,052 58 

40,784.00 

2,716.60 


laio 

268 
2.48 
2.48 

2.10 
2.42 


11 

109 

52 

2 

2 

800 
185 


$ 707.99 

76,- 460. 90 

37,408.02 

1.462.70 

1,4 12.70 

200,479.71 

158,102.74 

12.55 

7,2^.76 

878.57 

86,642.68 


1 13.if74.24 

482, m. 11 

284.006.o(J 

3,664.60 

1,095.00 

1.121,821.21 

810,848.49 

1,047.86 

57,274.15 

680 91' 

346,170.74 


1 1.95 


188 








2.02 


46 

a 








2.51 
2.-51 











1.50 


477 
306 


813,417.14 
282,984.41 


1.98 
1.92 
1 67 


20 


19,164.01 
984.28 

32,968.64 
300.00 


3.06 
1.66 
1.81 
.82 


12 

1 
222 








1.89 


3 




3.19 


90 
1 








1.86 
















1 
2 


837.93 
964.24 


1.34 


1 


496.56 


1.69 


2 


1,857.09 


2.18 

1.81 
1.50 
1.16 








2.06 












46 


23,810.00 
68,869.42 
22,634.04 


1 86 
2.17 
2.12 


2 
86 
40 

1 

■■ 7 
1 


1,200.00 

6?, 141. 12 

22,787.84 

420.00 






38 

580 

20! 

1 


9.490.00 

. 301.495.41 

96,060.18 

300.00 


1.46 


87 








1.70 


S3 






1.70 










.82 














10 


8,777.9i 
1,642.60 


2.19 
1.50 

'*2.'62 
2.26 


3,733 80 
1,000.00 


1.19 
2.74 






11 

1 


8,488 6i 
1,000.00 


1.67 


s 






2.74 












■ 21 
22 


8,9W.'65 

16,846.48 


2 

11 


V i,W7.98 
7,296.71 


"i.si 

2.11 






1 
87 
34 

4 


496.25 
57,424.22 
20,957.80 
15,679 91 

t 8,186.H.'>5.93 


3.35 

i.ri 

1.08 










2. 12 


1.877 


1 948,792.81 


$2.26 


1.048 


S 662.209.86 


1 1.97 








4,983 


1 2.02 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 46-EMPLOYES AND SALARIES- 



Railroads. 



Totftl, Including 
G-eneral Of&cers. 






Total, SKolndlng 
Genermi Offloers. 



^1 



V 



« o 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Caicago, BuriinKton & Qoincj 

Chicago Qreat Western 

Mason City AFort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Fault , 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paal, Minneapolis & Omaha , 

Fremont, filkhom & Missouri Valley*. ... 

Ctiicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

CrookedCreek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern. 

Oes Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central). . . . 
Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Wiilraar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 





774 

6,8S0 

2,274 

15u 

27 

7,901 

7,708 

45 

587 

385 

8,516 

17 

21 

67 



8,005.00 

479,183.05 

8,987,350.78 

1,810,646.14 

117,382.60 

22,925.00 

4,928,188.09 

4. 735. 528. 89 

19,903.60 

382,916.48 

147,015.82 

4,121,080.17 

11,621.57 

10,884.56 

82,906.35 



261 

3,376 

1,884 

27 

15 

410 

48 



13 
463 
355 
237 



180,885.70 

1,882,079.09 

1,027,518.23 

9,920.40 

7,500.46 

196,487.13 

27,189.84 



7,882.79 

826,272.89 

40,579.17 

120,707.54 



42, 484 124, 688, 58a 17 S 1 



; .91 
2.07 
1.99 
2.18 
1.96 
2.82 
1.99 
2.07 
1.87 
2.16 
1.95 
1.87 
1.96 
1.74 
1.78 



6 

774 

6,846 

2,274 

160 

27 

7,898 

7,798 

41 

567 

386 

8,516 

16 

18 

65 



2,646.00 

470,188.65 

3,905,460.58 

1,810,646.14 

117,882.60 

22,026.60 

4,868,406.44 

4,736,528.80 

19,908.69 

382,916.48 

147,015.82 

4,121,080.17 

9,221.57 

8.330.12 

30,241.16 



1.44 
2.07 
1.98 
2.18 
1.06 
2.82 
l.»7 
2.07 
1.87 
2.16 
l.J« 
1.87 
1.67 
1.67 
1.70 



1,82 
1.90 
1.90 
1.85 
1.9-/ 
1.36 
2.06 



3,864 

1,876 

27 

12 

401 



127,685.70 

1.796,870.18 

006,008.11 

0,020. 4 J 

6,283.06 

180,094.62 

23,089.00 



1.79 
1.88 
1.86 
1.35 
1.S7 
1.88 
1.70 



2.18 
2.16 
1.02 



11 
468 
854 
287 



6,182.70 
326,272.80 
236,254 96 
120.707.54 



2.13 
2.12 
1.92 



42,266124,488.053.131 1.82 



• For period from July 1, 1002. to February 16, 1003. 
+ Taken from Report for 1002. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



1)1 



IOWA- Continued— AND ENTIRE LINE. 



Distribution. 



Entire Line 












e«5 

II 



Total Inoludlng Qeneral i 
Offlcem. 



t 800.00 
12,1»124 
77,716.78 
6,000.00 
3,U00.00 



198,601.63 
360.00 



2,400.00 



3,534.73 



4,90&00 
10,500.03 
72,844.44 



1.287.40 
:^ 990. 64 
4,512.81 



2,700.00 
2,608 88 
14,896.27 
10.296.35 



1455,789.28 



I 480.00 

97,549.56 

1,417,8J1.»5 

782,896.06 

42,680.90 

5,550.10 

1,180.607.50 

1,45], 861. 58 

9,634.68 



788.48 

1.855,428.28 

8,405 50 

8,400.08 

17,474.89 



24,716.00 

667,729 76 

272,877.80 

7,670.40 

1,407.76 

61, 180.64 

8,248 00 



2,668 67 
18.288.62 
42,693.80 
42,668.56 



17,441,788 41 



1278,462.40 

860,468.95 

296,224.00 

28,180.55 

4,2L9.40 

782,618.51 

492,S1&17 

819.64 

"123,466.1*4 

672,590.29 

300 00 



1,026.96 



17,763.68 
241,282.20 
239,967.72 



1.085.48 

19,503.67 

1,000.00 



136.606.56 
54,602.80 
26,109.04 



14.281.467.06 



I 2,166.00 

160,986 46 

1,681,878.10 

728,524.08 

43,621.16 

18,156.10 

2,666,275.99 

2,791,5J9.19 

9,649.37 



22,812.20 

2,093,096.60 

6,516.07 

7,475.48 

10,029.77 



83,418.12 

1,022,567.06 

442,823.77 

2,250.00 

8,78:-l.90 

90.872.18 

13,434.00 



?,514. 
172,776.88 
128.396.80 
41,728.60 



112,125.661.02 



9 

24,729 

£7,496 

4,994 

150 

27,682 

86,954 

46 

6,548 

2,384 

25,149 

17 

21 

97 



261 

8,698 

2,186 

27 



1,728 
48 



18 



11,844 
1,088 



186.051 



16, 

28, 

4, 



17, 
20. 

4, 

1, 

13, 



8,' 
$113,' 



Total ezolnding 
General Offloera. 



ag 

< 



.91 
2.12 
2.08 
2.22 
1.96 



1. 

2.12 

1.87 

2. 

2.20 

L96 

1.96 

1.74 

1 

'i.82 
1.91 
1.94 
1.36 



1 94 
2.06 



2.16 
1.79 



1 94 



24.662 

87,817 

4,961 

160 



27.668 

86,029 

41 

6,516 

2,868 

26,128 

16 

18 

96 



269 

8,580 

2,177 

27 



1,719 



11,809 
1,069 

186,563 



$ 2,646.00 

14.886,045.12 

22,641,611.06 

4.029,656.80 

117,882.60 



17,023,166.00 

20,669.301.74 

19,803.60 

4,409,834.80 

1,322,218.68 

18,048,081 19 

9,221,571.67 

8,830.12 

54,851.84 



127,686.70 

1,000,446.55 

1,207,647.38 

9,920.40 

6,233.06 

1,088,181.60 

23,069.00 



5,182.79 



7,841,832.71 
408.971 60 

1110,596,8^)6.08 



% 1.44 
2.06 
L97 
1.88 
1.96 



1.97 
2.09 
1.87 
2.16 
2.17 
1.96 
L67 
1.57 
1.79 



1.79 
1.88 
1.88 
1.86 



1.87 
L70 



2 12 
1.81 



.89 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPOKT OP THB 



TABLE No. 47— BRIDGES, TRESTLES, HIGHWAY. 













Bridges. 












Stone. 


Steel or Iron. 


Wooden 


OombMi. 


1 

s 


s 


liailroAdn. 


c 
?5 


< 


1 


< 


1 


It 


1 




< 


I 


Ames & Colleffe 










2 
28 


370 
8,*i6l 






2 

10 

210 

82 

7 

"s's 

502 

26 

3 

'676 
11 

4 
12 


370 


AtchlHon, 1 ooekA & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Barllnffton & Qulncy 

Chicago ftrt*at Wflflt^m . , . , - 


9 


684 


7 
186 
31 

7 

"277 
408 

5 

1 

"560 


1.825 

20,-^ 

4.854 

1.204 

24,072 

" 27,534 

841 

180 

46,628 


.... 

1 


* 378 
800 


],as9 

28,082 
4.714 


Mason City & Port Dodge 

Wisoonsin. Minnesota & Pacific. . 
Chicago. Milwaokee & St. Paal 
Chicago & North- Western 










1,204 

■" 2MC2 

38,111 






■38 
96 
20 

1 

81 
11 
4 

I 


5,830 
648 
60 

i.'ieo 

856 
850 
82 


3 

1 

"80 


■*247 
156 

6.8 "W 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P. , Minneapolis & O 
Fremont, BUkhom & Mo. Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfiaz Northern 


1 
"16 


6 

"298 


1.146 
246 

■ 5B,*422 
S56 


Crooked Creek. 










850 


Davenport, Rock Island & N. W. . 
Dea Moines Iowa Falls & Northern 


"86 




11 


8,98? 






4.019 








Des Moines Union. 

Dubnaue & Sioux City (111. Cent. ). 


"m 


1 
77 
27 

2 


407 

12.758 

6,556 

850 

1.674 
900 

128 

1.088 
715 
86 








810 


1 

114 

27 

2 

1 
9 

1 


407 
13,388 
0.556 

330 


Albia & Centervllle 






1 


"eo 






M A.nnhMitnr /fr' OnftlHik. 










60 


Minneapolis & St. Lovds 

Muscatine North & South 






9 

1 

"■"1 
8 
3 

1 

TfiSS 


1,074 


21 

1 








900 








1,066 

'{.'807 
100 








TVilvir & Northern ..... 






18 

8 
24 

2 


1,184 
l!088 


Union Pacific 




• 




Wabash 






9 l»9 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 










1» 




"ei 


1,388 








Total 


154.440 


2« 


19.26 


87 


6,807 


1.913 


181.746 



• For period from July 1, 1902 to February 16, \m. 
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RAILWAY AND FARM CROSSINGS, CATTLE GUARDS. 



Trestles. 


Highwaj Oroaslnge. 


Farm Cross fngs. 


8 ' 

o , 

p 


Overhead Rail- 
road CroflPlngs. 




9 

< 


Oveihead. 


< 


i 
1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 




1 

55 


QQ 


1 


1 


1 

1 




570 

112.040 
46,087 
6;717 










2 

60 
16 




J.007 


" *22 


8 

04 


ii 

802 


1 




6 


1 

88 

1 




*' 17 
7 




1,618 

586 


) 






1,241 
517 




2 

16 


100 








4 

12 





















.... 


2.081 
2.325 


153,288 

164.768 


1 
14 




45 
17 


2,110 

1.66t 

81 

10( 


67 
68 

1 
1 


2.182 

2,077 

25 

68 


8 
8 


212 
168 


8.286 

2.805 

10 

184 


n 

4 


01 


7.484 


1 








5 






.... 


880 

J 


62, 02-^ 

800 

680 

5.886 


10 




85 


2,805 

i8 

51 


e2 
i 


2,870 

25 

120 


8 


86 


8,068 

26 
86 


6 




U 


IB 


.... ^ 


' 




64 





























1 
1 





6 

5 


2( 
801 
514 

6 

275 






182 
10 


** 1,220 
800 


6 







707 

441 


66,688 

85.688 

2.083 


10 
16 
2 

7 


800 
628 




1 
2 


14 










11 
287 




4 

7 


15 
411 


8 






141 


10.728 
5,167 
1,177 


1 




2» 






10 


1 






22 
5 
1 


i 


826 


10 
5 




7 

1 


40 

12 














.... 


8 


54? 
H2,838 
15,026 

728.817 








427 


I 






280 


228 




16 


416 


1 






101 




S 












~40 


"76,070 


41 






0.264 


71 




184^ 


'0,888 


11.250 


86 


60 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 48— STATIONS— 





Stations. 




On Road Owned. 


|OnRoadOperat«l. 


Railroads. 


1 

i 


1 


1 

1 


1 


Ames & College 


2 

725 

1,214 

174 


2 

6 

263 

84 


2 

725 

1,214 

105 


•> 


AtohlBon, Topeka & Santa Pe 

Ohicaffo Barllnirton & OaincT.... . . 


263 


Chicago Great Weatern 

Maaon City & Fort Dodge 


86 


Wisconsin^ Minnesota & Paciflc 


64 
1,018 
1,064 

ssi 


8 
288 
254 

7 
16 


54 

1,018 

1,07« 

7 

88l> 


3 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


288 


Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


264 
7 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 


22 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 




Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 


471 
3 
6 
IS 
10 
2 

126 

96 

4 

2 

100 
6 
6 
2 

662 

680 
52 


186 
8 
5 
9 
10 
2 

118 

re 

4 
2 

84 
6 
6 
2 
S 

66 
16 


761 
8 
5 
18 
1» 
2 
126 
104 
4 
2 

lis 

6 

6 

2 

662 

506 

72 


840 
3 
5 


Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 


9 


Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


13 


Dfw Moinefl Union ..,.,..., , , 


2 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 


113 


Iowa Central '•• 


80 


Albia & Centerville 


4 


ManfthAfitpr ^ Onf*»rtft , . . 


2 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 


34 


Muscatine North & South 


5 


Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 


5 
o 


Union Pacific 


3 


Wabash 


37 


Wilbnar & Sioux Falls 


16 






Total 


6.83P 


1,402 


7.011 


1,613 
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RENEWALS OF RAILS AND TIES. 



^ 


New Rails Laid Daring Year in Iowa. | 


New Ties Laid Dur- 


55 


Iron. 


8teel. 


ing Year in Iowa 


H 


III 


Average 
price per 
ion at dis- 
tributing 
point. 






Average 
price per 
ton at dis- 
tributing 
point. 


1 


Average 
price per 
tie at dis- 
tributing 
point. 




















4 














8,662 
896; 488 


1 .50 


28B 








8.812 


76 


1 28.06 


.6:j 


























29,816 


.64 


s 
















241 








40,900 
9.964 


86 
86 


27.99 
28.06 


1,280,048 

267,914 

4,963 

14,877 


.44 


2S0 
6 










.45 

.38 


18 








7,671 


80 


29.20 


.58 












821 








2.864 


80 


28.16 


496.200 

1,600 

5,112 

284 


57 


2 








.65 


8 


.... 













.68 
50 


18 
















2 






860 

8,546 

426 


76 
76 
80 


80.66 

28.00 
20.04 


12,498 

101,981 

186,486 

7,873 

28,'886 
110 


.60 


113 


.... 




.38 


"iS 






48 


3 






49 


2 

















81 






8 


70 


25.00 


..51 








60 


















2 














600 

1,137 

85,226 

8,797 


.50 


1 
88 


.:;.:'.'■'■ 












M 
.50 


15 












51 




' 






1.872 








78,466 






2,828,821 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 49— DESCRIPTION OF 





Looomotlves. 


Cars in Passenger Serrioe. 


RailroadB. 


1 


1 


CD 


1 


1 


|| 


8 

1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


} 


Ames & College 


2 
160 
28ft 

68 

7 

2 

288 

262 

■*"68 








2 

1.062 

1.272 

864 

28 



088 

1.286 

2 

208 


s 

301 
685 

47 

1 

6 

248 

018 

' "to 


' 62 

"is 

6 

m 

48 

1 
80 












Atrf^hlHon. ToT>eka& flante IV) 


762 
747 
176 
)S1 

7 
008 
754 

2 
196 


180 
240 
26 


• ■• 


110 

188 

12 

2 

8 

Hi 

2 
60 


.... 


22 
10 

8 


7 

7 




Ohlcaffo. Boriliiffton & Qcdnor 




Chicago, Oreat WeBiern 




MasonClty A Fort Dodge 






Wisooiifiln, MiDnesota £ Facsiflo 






"io 


"i5 
16 

"l 


i9 
82 

"i7 




Chicago, MilwaulEee & 8t. Paul 


164 
280 

""46 






Chicago & North- We«tepn ,. .. 




Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minne»poll8 & Omaha 
Fremont. Klkhorn & Missouri Yallej. . . 




Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific .... 
Colfax Northern. ,-- - 


226 


647 
1 
2 
6 

4 

"80 
66 


IW 
8 




929 
1 
2 
8 
7 
4 
66 
88 


298 


64 


72 


11 


2 


17 




Crooked Creek 














Davenport, Rock Island & Northweatem 
Dee Moines. Iowa Falls & Northern 


8 

"17 
16 


8 

"28 
14 


... 


"4 


.... 


.... 


.... 




Dob Moines Union 


4 
8 
8 


.... 




Dabuqae & Sioux City (Illinois Central) . . 
Iowa Central .... 














14 


6 










Albia & Oentenrllle 












1 
26 








1 
70 
8 
2 

632 

488 
16 

7.853 






8 


.... 








Minnf^^pniiR & flt;. Lrf)tilfi 


40 


18 




24 


17 

1 




Mnscatlne North A South 










Newton & Northwestern 




2 

1 

886 

200 
7 












Tabor & Northern .... 




"m 

106 

8 

2~K0 


1 
"48 

626 


"46 
63 

674 


"il 


"is 

18 
106 


"« 

1m 




Union Pacific 


124 

182 

7 

1,685 


72 
06 
2 

1.188 






Wabash 




Willmar & Sioux Falls 

Total 


72 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



97 



EQUIPMENT— ENTIRE LINE. 



Oars In Pusenger Service. 






1 


1 


"^sr^ 


1 


t 


• 




M 


1 


1 


1 


Equipped With 


.s 


1^ 




|l! 


|l 


III 






S 

a22 

1,012 

Its 

16 

u 

926 

1,097 

8 

241 


8 

622 

1.006 

118 

16 

9 

921 

1,097 

8 

241 


8 

622 

1,005 

118 

16 

9 

926 

1,097 

8 
241 


"i4,'664 

25,870 

6^166 

887 

206 

28,128 

28,877 

2 

8,086 


1 

1.428 

2,777 

874 

711 

98 

4,982 

4; 588 












1 

81,8&8 

46,186 

6,708 

i;906 

816 

40,808 

50.124 

2 

11,899 


I 

81.888 

80,848 

5.066 

1.908 

129 

83,051 

42,798 

2 

9,886 


1 


ISO 

260 

31 

6 


4 

7 

.... 


8,717 

6^694 

881 

206 

* 'iow 

4,076 


7,101 

9,109 

265 

156 

10 

1,345 

8.894 


986 


4,048 
840 
109 


■■'46 
424 


81,888 

48,982 

6,708 

1908 

816 










847 
288 


.... 


1.584 
1,188 


1.290 
4,662 

"*i66 


40.081 
50.124 


54 


1,427 


808 


1,180 




167 


:i.8M 


160 




624 

1 


611 

1 


624 

1 


18.949 

1 

20 
10 


i,784 


8,586 


1,860 




847 


57 


26,583 

87 
126 
80 


17,724 
1 

15 
125 
80 


26,526 






86 

80 


■' 24 
260 


85 
70 
40 






1 


87 









126 






7 

* 46 

45 

1 

" "86 
2 

'" 2 

848 

409 

16 


7 

""46 

46 

1 

2 


7 

'■"46 
46 

1 

""66 
2 


80 




■ 1 




17 
11 


187 
1,992 


24 


14 
874 








199 
8,126 


199 
8,125 


199 
8,126 












"'2,'8i2 


8i7 

2 


107 


8i 
" ■ i5 




4 










16 


26 


2,797 
2 
15 


1,481 


2,797 










1 


1 

848 

400 

14 


2 

848 

409 

14 












119 

126 

8 


9,980 
766 


247 
871 
166 


1,900 
484 
100 


2.444 
4.611 


— 


871 
100 
60 


"lOO 
6.661 


18,188 

16,096 

1.071 


13,188 
18,465 
1,088 


18,188 

lfi,0G6 

1,038 








1,516 


18 


6.606 


6.678 


162,061 


19.701 


24,994 


88.068 


966 


8,696 


260.996 


206,792 


249 510 
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— ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Gars Gontribntod to Vasb 
Freight Serrloe. 


Total dan 
Owned. 


Oara Leased. 


Grand TotaL 




Equipped with 


sz: 


Equipped with 


I 


|1 


1 


|| 


1 


.|| 


If 








4 

88.987 

47.844 

7.448 

1,044 

886 

41.880 

62.240 

11.066 








4 

88.087 
47.844 
7.448 

41.860 
62.240 

11.066 


6 




■••■•••••• 










84.060 












40. 116 










7,607 










1,072 














844 














42,880 












68.470 




























12,260 












2 


2 


2 


28.728 

80 
127 
02 








28.788 

2 

80 

127 

02 


20,687 
8 














41 















186 








00 












4 








261 
8,887 








261 
8.887 


806 














8,476 






















1 

2,061 

6 

16 

2 

16,240 

17.660 

1,090 








2.«} 

16 

2 

18.240 

17.880 

1,000 


2 


















8,060 








8 














18 














8 








16,772 














18,077 














1,116 

















2 


2 2 


267.127 








267,127 


274,480 
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TWENTY-BIXTH ANNUAL RBPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 51— 



Railroads. 



Passenger TrafBc. 




ll 



Ames & College 

AtohlsoD, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Barllngton &Qaino7 

Chicago Qreat Western 

Mason City & Fort DodjKe 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Paoiflo 

Chicago, Miiwaokee & St. Paul 

Chicago Sc North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa& Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha., 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & faoiilo , 

Colfax Northern 

CrookedCreek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern . . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubncme & Sionx City (Illinois Central). .... 
lowaCentral 

Albla & Centeryille 

Manchester & Oneida , 

Minneapolis & St. Lonia 

Mnscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

l^bor & Northern 

UnlonPadfic 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



177.660 851.669 



1.285,870 
129.604 
21,644 

2,766.'428 

27,240 

218.714 

28.887 

8,787,028 

9.882 



42.900 



1,118,424 

516.612 

28.115 

22,514 

248,717 

11,820 



12,781 
167,446 
178.467 

60,668 



10,790.968 



1.96 



89.990.560 81 
2.619,178 



187,616,020 

817,780 

11,161,460 

162,668 

160,216,602 

48,270 

"188,176 



10 
20.21 
11.86 

49.*9e5 
11.66 
62.28 

7.614 
40.19 

4.88 

8.1" 



48,664.188 

16,250.660 

810,886 

180. 112 



4a. 42 
29. bl 
i&42 

ao 



8,288.860 84.00 



178,010 



14.79 



11', 906 

847.688 

9,906,868 

1.996,877 



&79 

2.21 

5ft. 49 

80.60 



489.019,825 80.76 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 100& 
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TWENTY-BIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 52-MlLEAGE 



Railroads. 



Freight Trafflo. 






i 



IIS 

m 



a 



"a 



n% 



00 . 

^ a 

5S 



Ames & College 

Atchlaon, Topeka & Sant:a Fe , 

Chicago, BarllDgron & Qulncy 

Chicago Oreat weetem 

Mason City & Fort Oodse 

Wlsconiin. Minnesota a Paoiflo , 

Chicago, Mliwaokee & St. Paul , 

Chicago & North-Westem 

Chioagc, Iowa A Dakota 

Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis ik Omaha. 

Fremont, Elkhom A Missonri Valley*. ..., 

Chicago, Book Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern , 

Crooked Creek , 

Davenport Rock Island A Northwestern . . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubnqae & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
lowaOentral 

Albia & Centervllle 

Manchester & Oneida. 



Minneapolis A St. Lonis. . . 
Mnsoatlns North & South. 
Newton & Northwestern.. 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

WiUmar Sc Sioux Falls 



Total. 



1,000,084 
261,067 
68,782 



4.008,200 
87,620 
468,017 
841,102 

6, 824, 07b 
207,286 



21,600 
24,180 



1,680,870 

1,472,088 

00,086 

18,706 

410.117 

01,110 



16.800 

1,848,706 

200,746 

260,188 



880,484.700 

11,006,087 

066,187 



1,040,781,646 

488,018 

72,086,086 

8,660,64& 

818» 878.018 

1,240,500 

88,600 

68,271 

671,066 



214. 

12.07 
160.01 

10.7 
162.76 

6.06 



801,260,527 

206,061,816 

1,624,807 

140.640 

22.728,760 

8,612,124 



188,687 

8,024.708 

66.042,201 

16,084,106 



18,056,620 2,006,108.266 



106.04 
44 01 
16.10 



2.70 
8.16 



178.82 

180.00 

21.80 

8. 

64.22 
28.68 



8.70 
2.26 
286.80 
61.7 



168.15 



2.0M.75 
210,860.80 



2,446,210.72 

281.261.00 

22,089.17 

8. 461. 4^.7. 11 

8,201.607.80 

22,868.88 

671.887.00 

66,088.87 

8,128,040.28 

81,048.88 

20.068.88 

8,071.87 

17,444.28 



8,000.281.26 

1.818.682.88 

28,206w72 

8.818.06 

824,876.08 

48,487 66 



14,868.60 

46,278.21 

842,077.70 

280,181.08 



182,000.006.80 



•For period from July 1, 1002 to February 16, 1008. 
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TRAFFIC— 10 WA— CONTINUBD . 



Freight Traffic. 



Average amount 
reoolved for 
each ton of 
freight. 


1 




Freight earnings 
per mile of 
road. 


1^ 


Percentage of 
frelghtrrom 
point to point. 


Bxpenae of Rnn- 

agement of 
Freight trains. 


III 
ill 

< 


Average Nnmber 
of Tons of Freight. 


1 

1 


is 

p 


Q 

1 


fj 








1 2.566.00 
210,808.68 

**"2."446, 216:72 

281,261.90 

22.085.17 

8.451.457.11 

8,212,895.16 

22,751.47 

671,887.00 

65,038.87 

8.123,940.28 

81,949.88 

20.088.88 

3,071.87 

. 17,444.28 

"■i'666,*668.*2fi 

1,818,582.88 

28.296.72 

8,375.98 

824.876.06 

42.487.66 

ii'sra^eo 

46.278.21 
846,687.94 
240,160.59 


1 1.89a90 
10,014.48 

" 6.290.04 
1.912.76 

987.66 
4.708.57 
6,292.48 

861.80 
6,678.80 
6.162.66 
8,714.83 
5.324.9Q 
1.187.92 
87.19 

246.76 

■' 2.941. 6? 
2.908.92 
P6ai8 
1.046.99 
1,522.61 
1.481.96 

""i.'692:76 
18.810.25 
1,650.85 
8,080.02 


12.46* ■ 

1.51 * 
1.796 
1.122 
1.61111 
1.60041 
.68744 
2.71206 
2.60061 
1.76364 
2.12660 


















■".74' 
2.008 
2.288 






ii.'472 
.917 













.... 




844 












.... 






*26.'28 
8.60 












1 0727 


.781 
4.5S8 

.982 
1.60B 

999 
2.669 

■"8w271 
&054 


205.71 
1&67 

i78.'98 
176.68 
82.8 


18.04 
. 8.69 

*"i8.'46 
12.51 
22.60 




.50447 










1.48199 

.1613J 

L 88563 


..... • . 


— 






.15417 
.617 






.... 





2.00 


.14216 


















.72292 















.... 




1.28728 
.80621 
.88810 
.60 


.694 
.64 
1.527 
.626 
1.427 
1.626 

"i6.881 
1.680 
.62 
1.5 


1.19661 
1.22761 
.89006 

■i.*862i6 
1.074 

*i.'86264 
2.6668? 
1.5862P 
2.50672 




|1,076;964.*40 


i*i6 


'*.b062' 


171.84 
191.84 
58.26 
20.00 
129.76 
66. 


10.98 
16.02 
20.18 
10.00 
11.19 
20. 


* 6. 66 


.77896 
.46638 


286.068.78 


1.347 


.0108 


"z" 















.01287 
.08444 


.... 




167.07 
301.86 
166.84 


"li.'ss 

16 28 
10.92 




1.17W? 


88. 


511,842.48 


2.342 


.00776 


11.69 














11.28171 


.88A 


1 88.982.988.98 


1 4.089.67 


$1.71850 


... 1 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. S3-M1LEAGB 



Railroads. 



PaMenger and Freight Traffic 



Pasaenger and 
Freight Kevenne 
Per Mile of Road. 









Ame8& College 

Atchinaon. Topeka & Santa Fe 

Ohlcago, Burlington & Qoincy 

Chicago Qreat weetem 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

WiBoonsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Ohlcago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley*. .... 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern. . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia and Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

MinneapoUs & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South. . ..^ 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Nortbem 

UnionPadflc 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



I 10,962.74 
230,461.88 



8,288,084.92 

298,786.92 

29,132.82 

10,67d.292.64 

11,841,256.87 

82,778.24 

928,964.21 

59,881.88 

11.484,016.81 

84,288.48 

21,197.01 

6,007.87 

21,979.80 



8,211.609.90 

1,702,107.66 

81,840.58 

18,047.63 

504.548.24 

47,987,71 



18,828.00 
54.164.71 
545,126.85 
290,196.68 



144,788,224.96 



19.88 



|12,9ia88 



462.28 
12a 90 
28.60 
1,794.91 
1,661.80 
28.40 
102.06 

iao6 

2,187.19 
6.00 
17.81 
86.28 
70.70 



7,06&90 
2, 47a 01 
1,280.67 
6.88BL40 
7,808.46 
1,241.52 
9,068.48 
5,608.96 
5,260.68 
5.718.90 
1,206.60 
170.68 
810.88 



712.68 
454.07 

24.44 

8.00 

214.04 

28.07 



4,607.10 
8,748.56 
1.802.80 
1.885.18 
2.808.80 
1,606.95 



8 79 

2.46 

208.40 

79.28 



2,141.07 

22,018.17 

2,609.51 

8,787.49 



8.164.75 



I6.486w66 



•For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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TRAFPIC— lO WA-CONTINUBD . 



Passenger and Freight Traffic. 



Passenger and Freight 
Barnings. 


Qross Barnings from 
Operation. 


Expense. 


1 

H 
1^ 


Bzpense of Running 

and Management of 

all Trains. 


••a 

< 


"3 


^ 




•< 


1^ 


1 


a 


% 11, 48 < 99 


ii8,'Q2d.'72 


1 11,488.09 
874,708 77 


15,774.74 
18»888.80 


1 8,104.44 
189,858.81 


i'9,'684.'48 


i'4,297.88 

1,885.' 48 
1,987.47 

282.18 
1,404.40 
2,797.54 

886.60 
4,809.88 
8. 96a 81 
1,890.70 
8,080.66 
01.95 

200.04 
t 5.06 






270,080.78 












3,880.854.82 
807,588.88 


7,888.89 
8.544.10 
1,857.90 
0,882.18 
7,776.47 
1,885.67 
9.614.47 
6,789.18 
6,660.17 
5.788.03 
1,859.47 
807.80 
814.70 

"4,'888.60 
8,985.98 
1,870.78 
1,806.18 
8,674.00 
1,006.95 


8,808,878.48 

450.885.63 

82,103.49 

11,191,087.88 

18,003.184.09 

86.505.97 

908,918.11 

01,119.19 

18,800,419.00 

84,428 80 

84,800.84 

80,010.88 

82,868.06 

""8,*72i,'988.'4i 

1,817,025.98 

88,060.06 

14,08 .10 

536,600.90 

48.088 00 


7,841.10 
8,788.99 
1,800.10 
0,885.80 
7,798.97 
1,347.80 
0,494.49 
6.733.61 
6,578.18 
6,787.18 
1,874.20 
1,080.19 
314.00 

"6,* 2k 26 
4,001.04 
1,877.06 
1,806.18 
2,007.70 
1,005.96 


8.768,884.88 

810,594.69 

80,047.19 

8,070,865.40 

7,761,918.73 

89,011.88 

688,171.04 

18,000.18 

8,061,970.19 
18,80a49 
88,100.00 
80,503.10 
22,081.88 


5,956.08 
1,791.58 
1,188.98 
4,880.80 
4,995.48 
l,ia.04 
5,884.01 
1,753.80 
8,081.43 
8,06a 60 
1,818.18 
889.14 
819.90 






81.910.82 






11,108,844-80 






18,005.909.81 
84,994.96 
970,051.06 
01,078.66 

12,139,272.19 


17,761.018.78 
29,011 22 

18,090.18 


1 .8909 
.8890 

".0258 


84,898.21 






88,179.09 






10,847.87 






82,251.10 












8. 480^414.08 


8,S00,Ol&88 

1,486,170.05 

81,587.00 

10,021.09 

418,066.18 

09,780.87 


4,700.04 
8,101.07 
1,290.00 
1,887.71 
1,984.78 
8,488.10 


460. ei 

840.67 

87.08 

587.48 

088.08 

t 7a IB 






1,788,041.88 

83,600.44 

14,921.10 

548,878 99 

48,698 09 


1.409,884.00 

81,627.00 

4,598.16 

418,065.18 


.86 
1.8046 

"".9m 








19,950.99 


8,270.70 
84,^0.60 
8,870.83 
8,888.48 


80,870.88 
808,008.93 
599,010.74 
805,006.97 


2,308.01 
88,883.80 
8, 87a 88 
8,860.87 


18,808.71 
881,080.77 
707,708.67 
206,285.90 


8,077.77 
00,110.57 
8,076.87 
8,027.18 


834.78 

t7,788.8i 

f 804.94 

1,889.76 






00,800.08 
50F,010.74 
8JB,446.00 


881,080.77 
707, 70a 57 


088 
1,7002 








847.888,818.01 


1 6.804.07 


% 48,150,001.70 


16.897.88 


184,910,780.53 


1 4.870.62 


S 1,820.86 







t Debit. 
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TWBNTY-8IXTH ANNUAL BEPOBT OP THE 



TABLE No. 54— MILEAGE 





Miles Run. 




By Trains Earning Revenue. 


Railroads. 


h 


f 


3 


1 


Aiii€4 ^ College ... 










Atchison. Topeka & SantaFe.i.... .i...^ 


64,902 

''i,6w,*898 

I«4.8S7 

18.811 

2,604,188 

8,608,407 


78,104 

*i."666*887 

126.816 

18,607 

4,080.812 

4.716,509 


7,280 

""12,266 

2,618 

186 

266.416 

307,430 

85.602 

10,642 

" '278.416 
15,024 


160,886 


Chicaeo, BurTinBton & QalncT *.. 




Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota £ Pacific :.. 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Panl 


2.706,001 

288.170 

87^668 

7,740^860 


Chicago & North- Western 


8,701,486 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


86 602 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont., Elkhom & Mlasourl Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & Paclflo 


221,008 

0,48S 

8.780,105 


286, OOS 

20,464 

4,828.ieP 


468,648 

20.892 

8,806,720 


Colfax Northern 


16;024 


Crooked Creek 








Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 










DesMolnes. Iowa Falls & Northern 










Des iMoines Union 


I,6i7.*i67 
561,420 








Dubnque & -ioox City (Illinois Central) 


1.706.805 
080.402 


47.820 
184,611 
2«,178 
20.200 

""SO.MO 


8,270,201 


Iowa Central .T..^ ! 


1,686,588 


Albia & Centervllle 


2? 173 






176,'i8b 


20.200 


HinneapollR & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 


280,217 


414.860 
80,6(0 


Newton & Northwestern 








^bor & Northern...... 






11,006 


11,005 


Union Paolflc 


14,187 
281,466 
101.888 


18,106 

218.625 

06,760 


82,242 


Wabash 




449.080 


WillmarA Sioux IVais........ ."!.."!.....!!"..... 


87 


197.104 






Total 


14.008.806 


10,247.fi04 


1.818.182 


84.6GP.884 



•For period from July 1. 1902. to February 16. 1008. 
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TRAFFIC— IOWA— CoNTiNUKD . 



Miles Ran. 


j, 


Average Number 
of Freight Cars 


MUeage of Freight Cars. 


Bj- Other Trains. 


in Train. 


11 






g 




^ 


1 


1 


M 


1 
1 


III 


§ 

it 
1* 






















00.308 


7,561 


848.800 

8,161.018 

866.882 

80.170 

+ 7.740,860 

11.000^098 

re^i22 

682.642 

84.466 

8,662.774 

16.024 


88 

"•'ie 

■"*28 
2 

* 22 

80 
7 


24 

""is 

""ifi 

1 

' 18 
14 

4 





960.687 


1,120.066 


888.661 


3S9.446 


283.780 
21.866 


166,247 

80,847 

1,617 


••••y 


8,77H.684 

881.752 

77.211 

""so; 006. 924 
27.401 

187,680 

29.967.707 
40.776 


12.616,002 

989,117 

71,016 


8,442,786 

206,711 

17,668 


4,871.452 
144.066 
19.612 


i'866.M8 


010.624 
2,480 
6. 37 J 
1,861 

267.054 


40.402.708 
29.418 

iss.'i-o 

85.076.967 
4,264 


16,608,784 
12,860 

8i,*665 

16,666,920 
862 


20,926,446 
11,816 


107.626 
8,212 


88*718 
13,015,856 




46.518 








. ... 
46.876 


16,000 


61,466 


































"i80.'697 

121.074 

600 

8.076 
















411.141 


8,812,182 
1,766,607 
86,678 
20,200 
417,426 
89,660 


22 
16 

6 
4 
15 
4 


10 
12 
8 
2 
12 
8 


6 
4 
2 
2 
8 
2 


12.907.800 

4.080.027 

62.640 


14,682,180 

7,086,261 

18,004 


6,601,646 

8,671.020 

5,262 


8.708,819 

781,490 

42,288 








864.348 
72,874 


1.176.844 
60.860 


409.074 
20,041 


119,764 




27,6U2 










860 

41.288 
2.802 


ii.666 

201.197 
686,116 
190,896 
















168.106 
91.868 


18 
26 
20 


14 
19 
16 


4 
7 

5 


126.640 

2,118,614 

603,602 


128,028 

1,930,^06 

864,888 


83,998 
820,152 
860,614 


44,886 
757,068 
146,223 


8.000,286 


1.767.866 


4a 018. 026 




.... 




107,452.466 


117.161.110 


47,218,978 


44.541.494 



+ No data for mileage of non-revenue earning trains. 
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TABLE No. 55-MILE AGE 



RaUrottda. 




Ames & College 

AtohlBon, Topeka& Santa Fe 

Ohioago, Burlington & Qoincj 

Ohioage Great western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Paoiilo 

Chloago, Milwaukee & St. P^ol 

Chicago & North-Westem 

Chicago, Iowa& Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley*...., 

Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern , 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern.... 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union . 

Dubuaue & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .. .. 
lowaCentral , 

Albia A CentervlUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis , 

Muscatine North & South , 

Newton & Northwestern , 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Waba««h 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total . 



177. 5ao 

18.750,308 

1,908.646 

189.004 

262,018 

9, 686. 201 

20,268.668 

27,249 

2,648.146 

688.076 

9,648.940 

9.882 



42.960 



1.148.296 
009. 6N 
28,115 
32,514 

1,044.685 
11,880 



12,781 
2.017,966 

227,788 

"74^.886 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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TRAFFIC— ENTIRE LINE. 



Passenger Traffic. 



Number of 
psHsengers 
carried one 
mile. 


-5 




-ill 

> O T. 


Average re- 
ceipts per 
passerger 
per mile- 
cents. 


5SS 


Passenger 
earninRB 
per mile of 
road. 


Passenger 
©arniuKs 
per train 
mile. 


851,650 

878,478,946 

667,046,206 

81,488.117 


1.06 
88.00 
48 61 
42.12 
20.21 
21.88 
4a 11 
29.75 
11.66 
62.22 
47.46 
46 94 

4.88 


$ 8,877.99 

8,809,701.06 

18,886,848.82 

1,668, 86a 46 

67,586.02 

148,756.24 

9,542,20a87 

12,17«.147.18 

10,412.86 

8,167,121.68 

712,851.99 

9,460,867.07 

2,888.66 

1,16a 18 

2,966.00 

4,686.67 


* .06 

1.92128 

1.00969 

.86867 

.6211 

.656 

.99641 

.60104 

.88212 

1.19696 

1.20948 

.99078 

.28784 

.06884 


02.5 

02.196 

02.082 

02.08 

02. 6S 

02.57 

02.809 

02.62 

08.277 

02.290 

02.6^ 

02. IW 

02.956 

'" 02.'264 


$ 8,877.99 

10,884.264.88 

17,600,082 28 

1,997, 77a 06 

76, 88a 48 

172,214.48 

12,646,606.86 

14,687,989.52 

12, 24a 61 

8,664.994.62 

912, 48a 89 

11,224,768.26 

2,442.88 

2.140.26 

9,696.75 

4,800.96 


$ 4,lBa78 

2, 24a 68 

2,10a24 

2,149.28 

681.86 

680.15 

1,860.65 

2,251.58 

46a 77 

2,287.17 

665.00 

2,040.66 

407.06 

121 58 

19ai5 

68.0U 


i ' 'i.'ieioo 

1.18492 


2,619,178 

6,688,668 

481,261,190 

602,794,876 

817,780 

188,207.266 

27,964,886 

488,708,882 

48,270 


.657 

.65676 
1.12106 

.93998 

.84808 
1.04884 
1.27578 
1.01424 

.16266 


188,176 


&10 














49,704,418 

19,617.678 

810,886 

180,112 

48,820,082 

178,010 


48.47 
20.16 
18.42 
8.00 
41.47 
14.79 

8*79 
12a 97 
66.49 
44.40 


1,148,046.58 

460, 64a 10 

8,644.81 

6.6Sa65 

880,946.88 

5, 48a 05 

'8,'969.*8i 

5,068,899.82 

6,186.500.86 

825,157.82 


1.00415 
.68792 
.8096> 
.26 
.84834 
.46516 

.sii" 

2.60418 
1.08189 
1.17076 


02.81 
02.8'* 
02.758 

oa 

02.084 

oaioo 
oasis 

01.941 
01.850 
02.686 


1,878,454.90 

657,777.60 

10.204.72 

6,645.12 

1,064.280.09 
6,111.08 


i,8iaoo 

99a 88 
417,64 
92a 58 
1,611.85 
2iai5 

679.*2i 

2,444.26 

8,008 49 

809.48 


.88478 
.66268 
.88969 

"i.wieo 

.1542 


111,906 

260,268.608 

880,111,942 

12,882,668 


6,091.80 

7,206,804.02 

7,470,992.22 

879,729.46 


.46268 
1.17662 
.96885 
.6686 


8.401,046,819 


46.96 


$ 78,176.987.88 


i .98880 


02.181 


$ 91,700.289.91 


i 2,166.78 


$ 1.14729 
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TABLE No. 56~M1LEAGE 



Railroads. 



Freight Traffic. 



lit 



Axnes&OolleKe 

Atchison, Topeka& Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington, & Qoinoy 

Ohiocigo Great western.... 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin ,< Minnesota a Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paol 

Chicago, & North-Weetem 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Ohlcagc, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont, Blkhom & Missouri VaUear*.... 

Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific 

Coif az Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Bock Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque A Sioux City (Illinois Central) . . 
lowaCentral 

Albla & CenterviUe 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis &St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South.... 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor &Northem 

Union Padfic 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



9,068,407 

10,816,012 

2,766,807 

261,087 

600^426 

21,804,688 

80,486,440 

87,620 

6,601.079 

1,122,606 

10,607,641 

207,286 

88,100 

12,181 

24.180 



2,001,488.744 

4,878.690,600 

760,016.612 

11.008,067 

20,267.066 

4.021.766,410 

4,042,788,811 

488,018 

800,884.066 

178,060,860 

2,452.720.874 

1,240,600 



102,846 
671,066 



1,604,006 

1,727.114 

60,066 

18,706 

1,886,804 

01,110 



16.200 

6,760,618 

0.601,614 

607,660 



808,167,088 
276.682.248 

1.624.807 

140.640 

170.607.407 

2,612,184 



188.687 

2,006,000.684 

2,108,078,888 

71.674,465 



128,666,871 



26.880.010,488 



• For period from July 1, 1002, to February 16, 1008. 
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TRAFFIC ENTIRE LINE— Continubd. 



Freight Traffic. 


III 




Average amo't 
received for 
each ton of 
freight. 




If 


|l 


P 


Average cost 
per ton per 
mile to move 
freight— cte. 


|l! 


Average num- 
ber oi tons of 
freight in each 
loaded oar. 


Average No. of 
tons of freight 
in eaohoar — 
L.O. L. 




1 2,084.75 

26, 941, 76a 46 

42,181,982.66 

5,638,487.66 

*>B1,261.90 

51,S5a00 

97,045.87 

44,222.18 

22,868 88 

00.759.07 

41.125.57 

45.456.78 

31.949.88 

^,068.88 

a 161.57 

17.444.28 






» IS? 

Su98 
7.68 
1.90 
100 
[).ll 
r.57 
1.47 
1.69 
3,82 
J. 78 
).88 
B.88 
1.57 
1.28 


1 1,200.90 
5, 56a 86 
5,078.75 
6,060.65 
1,912.75 
1,782 69 
5,181.42 
5.585.64 
861.80 
5,061.51 
2,0ia59 
4.5ia90 
5,824.08 
1,187.92 
166 80 
246.78 












SDL 

2S3.61 

274.61 


12.70697 

2.19248 

2.08 

.917. 

.0019 

1.68881 

1.17855 

.59447 

1.48199 

2.58092 

a84445 

.16417 

.517 

.29012 

.72292 


.901 

.864 

.74 

2.008 

a228 

.866 

.889 

4.588 

.982 

1.588 

1.018 

2.669 

'"4.*248 
8.054 


12.86197 
a 84746 
2.05 
1.795 
2.0804 
2.06889 
a22686 
.68744 
2.24988 
1.69465 
1.90224 
2.12659 




262 
271.24 


14 
14.77 




44.01 










40.47 










188.77 
188 
12.97 
168.97 
169.42 
281.44 
6l99 





240.28 
249.62 

ia67 
241.26 
106.58 
187.79 

82.80 


ia24 
14.41 
a 69 
14.89 
10.68 
12.91 
22.65 


' "2" 


a84 












ai5 




16a 86 
119.98 
5a 25 
20.00 
248 98 
66 

810.87 
801.76 
171.62 






181.91 
159.62 
2L80 

8 




2,457,0ia82 

1.889.85S.48 

28,296.72 

a8ia98 

2,224,520.58 
42,487.66 

i4.'888.'68 

20,418,414.92 
18,827.478.76 
1.098,664.79 




1.46042 
1.06627 

.88310 

.60 
1.21102 

.46688 

* .91267' 
a 54458 
1.87517 
1.88855 


7.978 
.667 
1.527 
6.25 
1 288 
1.626 

10.881 
.978 
.606 
1.585 


2,468,061.82 
1.889,858.48 

28,295.72 

8,875 98 

2,224,520.68 

42,487.66 


a 261. 44 
a294.70 
963.18 
1,04a 99 
8,465.85 
1,481.95 

*'i,' 692.75 
6, 92a 68 
6,604.71 
2,520.82 


1.84566 

1.88467 

.89006 


.'48 


10.90 
ia25 
20.18 

laoo 

18 15 
20 

"*i4.'96 
ia28 

ia74 


. ^... 


97.78 
88.68 


a 02186 
1.074 

i.ssioi 

a 02064 
1.87665 
a68986 


.57 


•*"2 ■ 


a79 
711.40 
226.80 
119.T7 


U, 86a 69 

20,4ia4I4P2 

la 689. 88^.72 

l,100,70a81 


"ii'oo 


206.28 


1 228,675.864 85 


11.80918 


.881 


1224.882.276.60 


S 5.278.81 


12.88194 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 57— MILEAGE TRAFFIC 



Railroads. 



PasBenger and Freight Traffic. 



Passenger and Freight Revenue. 



p 
o 

a 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Barlington & Qnincj 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge . 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paol, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Miasonrl Valley *. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dabngne & Sionx City (Illinois Central) . . . . 
Iowa Central 

Albta & Centervllle 

Manchester & Oneida 

MinneapoUfl & St. Lonis. 

Mnscatlne North & Sonth 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

\^abash 

wiiim ar &' ftonx Faiis .'!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!.'! .■.■.*.*! ! 



Total. 



10,962.74 

&5, 261, 464. 64 

68,018,826.88 

7.286,706.04 

298,786.02 

696,100.24 

44,380,246.24 

48,120,860.26 

82.776.24 

11,467,880.70 

8,658,477.66 

84,806,818 80 

84,288.48 

21,107.01 

11,007.67 

81,979.80 



4,857.68 

8,906.06 

846.18 

12a 90 

271.00 

6,796.90 

6,466 91 

26.40 

l,e2S.89 

1,485.16 

5,600.66 

6.00 

17.61 

48.96 

70.70 



8,606,060.90 

2,800,606.68 

81.840.68 

18,047.68 

8,106,466.01 

47,967.71 



,767.62 

568.48 

24 44 

8.00 

641.84 

28.67 



18,828.00 

25,471.814.24 

10,462,979 60 

1,423,822.11 

1296,862^1.68 



8.79 

2,949.09 

2,041.70 

486.78 



48,788.08 



7,297.00 
8, 74.x 00 
7,839.49 
2.473.01 
2.850.96 
6,5SL44 
7,468.54 
1,241.82 
7,019.82 
2.648.89 
6,286.88 

6.7iaoo 

1,268.60 
226.80 
810.88 



4,760.06 
4,lia60 
1,802.80 
], 865.18 
4,888.38 

i.oe&os 



2,141.97 
8.687.18 
7,887.56 
8,20a]9 



I6,786L86 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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—ENTIRE LINE— CoNTiNUBD. 



Paaaenger and Freight Trafflo. 



Paasenser and Freight 
Bamlngs. 


Grots BamingB from 
Operation. 


Ezpensee. 


Net EarniogB from 
Operation. 


1 

-< 


a 


4a' 
-< 


1 


1 


1 


^ 


9 

a 

1 


9 11,488.99 

37.874,748.29 

69,688,858.21 

7,681.210.68 

807,582.83 

628.697.48 

47,524,495.97 

60,604,027.09 

84,994.08 

11,956,966.81 

8,759.409.71 

86,070,214.98 

84,892.21 

22,179.09 

17,8W.32 

22,254.19 


1 7;797:66 
7,187.00 
8,209.98 
2,544.10 
2,462.74 
6,992.07 
7,887.28 
1.326.67 
7,818.67 
2,608.59 
6,557.66 
5,782.08 
1,259.47 
864.95 
814.76 


1 11,433.99 

38,622,757.57 

61,647,596.72 

7,818,918.15 

450,885.58 

625,452.21 

47,662,737.57 

60,787,228 97 

85,665.97 

12,111,814.54 

3,762,570.82 

86,809,492.61 

84,422.80 

24,200.84 

76,790.79 

22,263.65 


1 5,774.74 
7,930.44 
7,422.90 
8,411.87 
8,728.09 
2,470.19 
7,012.41 
7,865.56 
1,347.20 
7,418.15 
2,700 86 
6,601.05 
6,787.18 
1,874.36 
1,569.40 
814.90 


1 8,164.44 

22.417,054 49 

^7,742,489.28 

5,856,769.29 

216,594.59 

881,484.69 

80,128,059.26 

32,255,060.46 

29,611.22 

7,605.863.82 

2.442,522.82 

23,049,554.08 

18.808 49 

23,109.90 

63,064.16 

22,621.28 


i'4,'6i4!86 
4,644 62 
6,800.92 
1.791.62 
1.606.66 
4,482.61 
4.905.48 
1,121.64 
4,655.48 
1,758.80 
4,190.40 
8.050 58 
1,812.18 
1,807.25 
819.96 


1 8,269.66 

16,106,708.08 

28,905,167.49 

. 1,968,148.86 

234,840.99 

248,907.52 

17,584,678.81 

18,682,168.51 

5,054.75 

4,605,450.72 

1,820,047.50 

18,269,938.58 

16,119.81 

1,090.94 

12,826.68 

•{■ 857.58 


2,110.95 
1^987.47 

966.68 
2.579.80 
2,870 It 

225.56 
2, 757. 72 

947.56 
8,410.65 
2,686.55 

61.06 

262.14 
•{■ 6.05 


8,886,486.22 

2.897,686.06 

88,500.44 

14,921.10 

3,258,750.62 

48,506.69 


6,064.54 
4,298.56 
1,87a 72 
1,865.18 
5,077.80 
1,696 95 

'"i,*27a76 
9,867.88 
8.518.20 
3,889. 


4,12-3,661.01 

2,441,566 95 

83,656.06 

14,921.10 

8.417,874.87 

48,623.69 


5, 42.18 
4,.S72 19 
1,877.08 
1.866.18 
5,824 34 
1,695.95 


3,616,690.65 

1,944.848.06 

31,527.60 

10,621.69 

1,984,081.68 

69,780.27 


4,642.87 
8,482.70 
1,290.00 
1,327.71 
8.091.24 
2,482.16 


606,870.46 

496,717.87 

2.128 45 

4,299.41 

1,488.298.24 

t 21.106.58 


799.81 

889.49 

87.08 

587.43 

2,283.10 

t 70.18 


19,969 99 

27,626,718.94 

21,140,828.94 

1,480.432.76 


20,276.88 

28,602,715.88 

21,200,828.94 

1,504,185.26 


2,866.'6i 
9,698.83 
8,687.16 
8,444.08 


18,268.71 

17,114,108.40 

16, 04a 068. 43 

962,968.22 


2,077.77 
6,808 18 
6,462.89 
2,204.94 


2.018.12 

11.488.611.91 

5,162,270.51 

541,172.04 


284.78 
8, 8i'5. 65 
2.074.77 
1,289.14 


$316,041,516.51 


1 7,225.62 


t 821.309,741.80 


1 7,346.07 


1208,962.066.70 


$4,668.16 


8 117,847,676.60 


1 2,682.91 



t Deficit. 
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—ENTIRE LINE— CONTINUBD. 



MUosRon. 


1 


il 

m 


1 


1 


OarMUeage. 


By Other Trslns. 


1 


III 


J 

1^ 


f 


fee 

a 
S 
? 


P 

So 

1^ 












""ii 

18 
**"l8 


'" 7 
7 

8 










8,483,451 


671,006 

■ '86i,'664 

80,848 
66.868 

"8,066, 028 

2,480 

472,887 

200.888 

671,616 


22,038,217 

81,661,442 

6,014.806 

866.882 

646,826 

26,026,784 

44,044,210 

«^122 

8,722.170 

2,084,212 

24,inv,866 

16,024 


26 
26 

""16 


100,587.800 


112,708.868 


47,270.086 


80,840,877 


850,410 
21,866 
14,472 


).420 
1762 
».841 
[.678 
^644 
r.401 
J, 777 
S^888 
5,710 
J, 778 


27.481.260 

000.117 

021,722 

146,864,876 

144,081,680 

20,418 

82,002,628 

7,671,846 

106,860,160 

4.264 


7.170.271 

208^711 

258,857 

56,104,610 

60.840,782 

12,850 

18,678,028 

4,978.567 

58,418,616 

852 


0,840.748 
144.066 
220,201 


id. 602,^025 

"i.'668,'86i 
467,204 


86 
24 
2 
22 

16 
21 

7 


18 
17 

1 

17 
10 
14 

4 


7 
7 
1 
6 
6 
7 
8 


67,816,206 

97,108.122 

11,816 

7.180,461 

6,166,467 

86.764.882 

46,618 








100,187 


86.841 


186,078 




















































418,881 


241,400 

127,672 

600 


4,087,620 

2,218. M7 

26,678 

20,200 

1,887.472 

80,560 


21 
16 
6 

4 
28 

4 


16 
12 
8 
2 
10 
3 


6 
4 
2 
2 

4 
1 


18.848,846 

6,666.267 

^640 

""ii 876, 088 
72874 


14.0i7,868 

10,406,682 

18,004 


6,724,482 

4.647 186 

6,262 


8.'88b.0i0 

806,680 

42,288 








141,674 


7,284,242 
60,860 


2,074,670 
20.041 


1,068,046 




27,602 










■ 626,181 

1,876,086 

12,240 


11,005 

16,602,786 

10,606.841 

864.682 


""20 
26 
16 














2.170,806 
3.128.486 


21 
10 
12 


8 
7 

4 


10.406,080 
70,420.488 
2,216,607 


60,017,686 

66,006,612 

2,001,072 


16,707.160 

27.888.888 

1,216,788 


88,182.067 

26,286,486 

601,174 


22.788.486 


7.801.802 


218,688,480 








667.887.666 


740,626,247 


801,264,884 


804.068,780 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 59- 



Railroads. 



Products of Agricultare. 



11 



AmM & College 

Atchison, Topeks & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burllmrton & Qnlncy . 

Chicago Great Weetem 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Padflc 

Chicago, Milwaokee & St. Paul 

Chicago & Korth'Weatem 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paol, Minneapolis & Omaha.. 

Fremont, Elkhom & Missoorl Valley* 

Chicago. Bock Island & Padflc 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Bock Island & Northwestern . . 

Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dnbuque & Sionx City (Illinois Central.). . . . 
Iowa Central 

Albla ft Centervllle 

Manchei>ter ftOnelda 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

UnionPadllc 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux FaUs 



Total. 



290.874 

40.142 

18,81h 

506.002 

721,4^ 

6,620 

44,»a3 

010 

1,006.948 

1.167 

2,466 



166.984 

24.871 

7,487 

84,987 

48,024 

8ift 

7,420 

80 

126,904 



18,007 

2,696 

842 

68,848 

66.880 

87 

16,844 

12 

128,060 

206 



16,708 
2.82U 

7ul 
12,207 
14,751 

126 

10, aw 

29 
86.872 

178 



239,062 

184. 170 

684 

1,809 

78,796 

8,440 

9,771 



96,926 
75.807 

606 
1,800 
18.488 

759 



81,420 
12,880 
26 
1,185 
8,662 
12,000 



46,040 



5,800 



7,778 



0,100 

5,856 

til 

880 
2,159 

260 



8,960 



8,144,188 604,802 



842,474 



114.641 



• For period from July 1, 1962, to February 16, 1908. 
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TONNAGE-IOWA. 



Products of Agriculture . 


Produota of Animals. 


1 


sis 

1^^ 


It 

C5 


§ 
1 


i 
1 


1 


1 


1 

1 


•85 


M 


llS 


1 




i 




































664 












"60,076 

7,626 

1,980 

82,870 

27,911 

6 

8.018 

176 

26,677 










46,916 

6,948 

1,908 

12,488 

47,858 

318 

5,870 

2,166 

91,849 

80 

90 


ri'ss 






97,681 

14,626 

4,460 

888.764 

887,446 

4; 264 

72,802 

467 

897,880 

2,166 

686 


80,662 

4 676 

1,466 

66,905 

41,072 

20 

1.906 

12,067 


3,606 
WO 
142 
8.629 
7,196 
106 
125 

i6,'i82 


1.488 

' 27 

4.418 

^^ 
28 

188 
■i,'727 


8.684 

660 

262 

6,877 

5,916 

844 

9,'779 
















16.918 








110 
62 


+ 18,040 

6.792 

206 


12,001 

8,862 

140 






4 



























<? 






















4 








8 

















































3,782 
701 


2 282 
2,108 














"l,'581 


"276 
6 


176.227 

66,858 

176 

2.740 

10,668 

758 

2,068 










71 


56.608 

9.848 

27 

22 

5,477 
2.360 






7.677 
646 


606 


54,817 
15,626 


6,912 
2,140 

280 
17 

867 




24 


















70 


•/• • 


260 
292 


68 
372 






160 
28 


60 
99 
168 






282 


938 
100 












































































1,918 




184 


6.'682 




843 








10,864 


8,240 


8,484 




219 


































38,978 




402 


304,584 


70 


7.826 


48.«fl0 


28,048 


280 


1.690,814 


171,616 


278.548 


85.788 


18.008 





t Including eggs and cheese. 
T Other agricultural products. 
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TABLE No. 60— TONNAGE- 



• 


Products of Mines. 


Railroadfl. 




h 


» 


^ 


A*nf« ^ O^U^gP. X. 










At/«hiiann ToiM^ka ^ Hunta Fe 










OhJosgo, BmrllDgton & Qnincy . ... 










ChicasoGhreat Wasteni 




262,699 

88.200 

9,446 

864,868 

829,680 

9,666 

27,870 

8,187 

808,684 

196,987 

16,970 

6,662 


6.861 
860 

'i,*946 
10.868 




IfMnnCHtyAlfVirtnodfrP 










Ohl<*«go, Milwank«e & flr. Panl. , , , 


1.009 

28.916 

464 

670 

246 

2,664 


8,7% 


Ohicago & North-Weatern 


SR 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




O^iiCraffo, B%, Panl, Mlnn<«pn)i« ft Omi^ha , - . 


869 
34 

1,810 


m 


FrAfn^nt: lPkbn«TTl* MllWnUT* VftllAy*, ,. 




Chicago, liock Island & Padftc . ....'. 

Colfax Northern 


40, 7« 


OrookedCreek 


68 


26 




Dayenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

DesMoineB, Iowa Falls & Northern 








I^M Moines Union 




287,860 

689,077 

57.108 

1,960 

68.778 

10.880 

107,217 


7.886 
163 




Dn'hnqnft A 8tonx Oity( Illinois Of^ntral) 


(6,684 
8,640 
16 
181 
2,970 
1.890 


},m 


lowaOentral 

Albia & CenterviUe 


15 


Manchester & Oneida. 




MfnnnfkpollH ^ fit. I^^la 


43 




Mnaoat&ie North & flonth . . 




Newton & Northwestern 






Tabor & Northern 








Union Pacific 










wSba^!^ .;.;::....::::;" .......... ;;;;;..;::::::::::::::::;::.:::.:::: 


6,756 


76,647 


1,124 


1 869 


Willmar & Sionx Falls 












Total 


66,960 


8,806,868 


84,799 


61, 7» 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1906. 
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IOWA — Continued. 



Products of 
Mlnee. 


ProdactBof Forests. 


Mannfactures. 


Ill 

OD 


i 


1 


11^ 

It 


Telegraph, 
telephone 
and eleotrio 
Ught poles. 


II 


i 


1 


1 


fJ 


11 


1 
1^ 






































































'f 




112,261 


924 

21.767 

841 

"*887 
36.487 

"**i7 

16,888 
6,805 

"266 
1,460 


92,882 
21,022 
4,678 
82,896 
159,011 
1.960 

1,076 
817,901 
1.266 
1,187 
2.279 


46,141 




86,266 

6,260 

i;483 

6,607 

18,166 

109 

1,588 

289 

11,662 

111 


11,006 

1686 

709 

' lb,'6i8 

68 

1,874 

14 

70 


8,277 

708 
16.481 
21.880 

188 


6,284 
961 
157 

247 


10,048 

2.974 

808 

6.896 

7.266 

98 

• 707 

197 

80.488 

77 

60 

600 


8,077 
460 

m 

78 

28 

86,817 
7 

170 


-N8.816 


16.872 




T^^S 


8;726 
90,079 
68,684 

1.0B7 


2.488 

59,601 

28 969 

602 


658 


1,646 

18,811 

20,460 

488 


^887 




t«.4S 


4^ffil 


186 
107.664 




1» 


214,606 
807 




62,184 
168 


8,457 


too, 768 
t 844 






18 


10,721 









































■"7,996 

7,009 

81 


' 27.270 

6,748 

48 


1,288 




51,444 
85.060 


171,644 
104,972 
i;774 
1,870 
77,807 
29,174 


10,154 




21,788 


26,168 

4,756 

81 


446 


•t68,468 
8^671 


464 


•••' ;;;: 




+ 177 


860 




802 


1,650 
340 




1,968 
800 


2,920 


171 
588 


846 


1.612 
810 


54 


41.817 
2,270 
















.... 












































6,706 




16,486 


6.258 




8,067 


1.041 


1,771 


8,807 


6,666 




6,788 














"Silw 


558 




110.688 


114.505 


88,46S 


100,009 


~121,^ 




610.784 


82,811 


1,006,760 


126,568 


846,668 



f Including brick. 
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§ 


'98Fpa«IlOJ9K 
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376,468 

482,421 

800 

"8,480 


• : : : ;S 






i 


i 

p 

(3 

1 

1 


*9an4faJiii 
pira epooS 
pioqasnoH 




68,284 

21,008 

2,400 

4,799 

116.563 

222,967 

617 

61.153 

6.994 

110.847 

269 

49 

12 

*"7,"847 

9,953 

282 

880 

21,060 

280 

"86,574 

81,627 

1 408 


§ 


'8j9eq pov 
sjonbn '89a|^ 




66,218 

""i6,022 

050 

1,905 

548,486 

280,280 

24,895 
5,962 
80,876 






•oa9 




31,906 

"13,098 

2,300 

70,766 

858,630 

ISO 

6,876 

37,846 

46 
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"ii.*096 

212 

11,641 

"28.*i76 
48,064 
8489 


i 


•oiKL 




56,654 
6.017 

"447 


3,466 

'5,*722 
"26 




1 


i 

1 
1 

1 
ii 


CB 

93 






! * ! I tf 










& 



I 

p 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 67— TONNAGE CROSSING 





Mississippi RlTer. 


Railroads. 


Location of Bridge. 


1 


"2 

1 
1 


1 


Ames & Oollege 










Atchison. ToDeks & Santa Fe 


BV)rt Madieon 


646, sot 
1,280,281 


087.296 
1,882 008 


2,662,876 


Cbicago, Barllnston & Qainey 


Burlington 


Chlcaffo. Oreat Western ' 


DubuQxie 


Mason City &Fort Dodge 




... 







Wisconsin, Minnesota & Paoiflo 






Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


(Sabula 

) North McGregor 

Clinton 


i, 607,484 

170,979 

1,681,879 


i, 787, 744 

162.878 

1,289.274 


^SS*S! 


Chicago & North- Western 


889, as 

2,881,168 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. .. 






Fremont, Blkhorn & Missoorl Valley 






1,126.'679 




Chicago, I^k Island & Paciflo .'. 


Davenport 


1,880, 4W 


2,940,116 


Oolfax T^orthfl»ni .,„,,..., 


OrookedCreek 










Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern 

Des Moines, Iowa FMUs & Northern 


Davenport 


6,001 


2,218 


7,719 






Dee Moines Union 










Dabooue «c Sioux City (Illinois Central) 


DubuQue 


S^SI 


611,7^6 
488.766 


1,216,988 
770,884 


Keithsburg 


Albla & Oenterrille 






Manohfister ft Oneida. . . . r , . .... 










Minneapolis & St Louis 










MuscatCos North & South 










Newton A North A'estem. 











Tabor & Northern 




, 






Union Paoiflo 










Wabash 










WiUmarft Sioux Falls 












•• 


7,970,210 






Total 


7,422.108 


16,892.81a 
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MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 



Mii»oari River. 



Location of Bridge. 


1 

1 

1 


1 

1 


\ 
















































, 


jooundl Bluffs 


818,668 
168.189 


269.661 
98,802 


678 119 


Blair, Nt<braska 


886,801 






aouxOity 

Blidr. Nebraska 


818,842 
ass, 688 


ao8.2a!0 

116,468 


6990,401 
841,108 




.... 






• w • • 




























oooBdiBiiiis '.......'..'.'.'.'. ■.■.'.'.'.'..'.'.■.'. 


68,066 


71.948 


189,999 












" * 










































OoaneU Rlnff* . . 






1.84&706 




























1.068,604 


742,8791 


8,174.779 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 68— 









Killed. 








1 


i 
p. 

1 


6 


^ 


Cau^e of 
Death. 


Railroads. 


1 


§ 
1 


k 

So 


Ames & Oollese 


.... 


11 

7 
1 


2 
15 
8 


* '2 
28 

11 
1 




.... 

3 
2 




Atohi§on,TopftkH & Banta l**" . ...... t , 




Chlcaffo Barllnfirtoii j^ QuincY 






Chicago Great Western 

Mason Oitv & Fort Dodire 


1 




Wisconsin, Minnesota & Padflc 






Chlcaeo Bfilwaukee & St. Panl 


1 
2 


27 
16 


84 
88 


82 
61 




18 
8 




Ghioaeo & North- Western 




Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. . 




Chicaffo. St. Paul. MinueaDolis & Omaha 




1 


' 


8 








Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley* 










Chicago, Book Island & Padflo 

Colfax Northern . 

Crooked Creek . 


1 


20 


81 


62 




1 




Davenport, Bock Island & Northwestern 
















Des Moines, iowa BUls & Northern 














Des Moines Union 


2 


"ib 

4 


is 

2 


"27 
6 




11 




Dnbnnnft ^ Rlonz Oltr (TlHnn^a OAntml) , , 




Towa Central ^^ -- ■.--■, 




Albia & Oenterville 






Manchester & Oneida 
















MInnMinollH fr -t, TiOTils, 






1 


] 




.... 




Mnscatfne North & Soath 








Newton & Northwestern 
















Tabor & Northern - 
















Uni'^fx Paoiflo. ....-- r t r -,■-■, 




1 
2 

lUO 


"*5 
148 


1 
7 

250 


4 


87 




Wabash 






Willmar ftflionir Falto ..r, 






Total 


7 


1 



• From period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1003. 
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ACCIDENTS. 



1 

a 

Qi 

1 


P 


li 


if 


a 


|l 


i 


• 8 

1"^ 


1^ 

2 o 


i 


i 


g 


i 


4i 


j 




60 

1 


bo (3* 


h 


P 


1 


qO 


1 


g-^ 


II 
































































2 




1 
6 

1 


"is 

8 
7 

"6 
86 


0» 
85 
87 
12 

"iii 

417 


15 
8 
2 
1 

24 
14 


68 
68 
48 
21 
1 
161 
467 




8 
24 

7 
6 








1 
9 
5 


"6 
1 

1 

"6 
2 


58 
9 

26 
8 

84 

298 


■ 2 










7 
2 

* 6 
8 


1 

1 

"io 

6 


2 
6 


4 

6 

1 

"i 

10 


1 




6 

1 


5 
8 
2 
















;;:; 


*'*8 




"18 
19 








T 


s 


10 

11 


88 
87 


"i 


26 
16 


14 
81 


20 

56 


g 


t 


9 






6 




1 


.... 


1 










1 




""4 

2 

lOB 

1 
1 
8 


6 


11 

2 

281 

1 
1 
8 




1 






.... 


1 
"80 


1 

"is 


6 
2 
26 


.... 




















4 


8 


.... 


i 


7 




8 




21 


07 


88 


55 


*::: 


22 


17 


8 




8 


18 


' 




















.... 






1 
2 


.... 












.... 




.... 


... 








.... 












































































1 


1 


1 
1 


2 


8 
2 


.... 


1 
2 




7 


•j 


42 

125 

8 

"ii 


12 

11 

"2 


68 

140 

4 

■ 17 


8 
5 


10 

1 


:::: 


2 
2 


6 
6 

1 


1 
8 

1 

*"i 


.... 


88 

118 

1 

*i6 




















.... 




'"i 




... 


.... 












.... 




























































' 


.... 




































1 




















11 
■"2 


■*i 


11 
11 
8 




**2 


1 
1 

~8 


8 


1 
1 


1 




6 












8 


1 








2 


11 
















1 














I2 


4 




11 


27 


10 


24 


87 


1 


11 


1 


77 


IW 


1,001 


147 


1.817 


08 


179 


88 


87 


188 


85 


688 


14 


41 
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MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS OF RAILWAY 

COMPANIES. 



AMES & COLLEGE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPKftATBD. 



1. Railroad Une repreeented bj capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


1 

lit 


Name. 


Prom— 


To- 


Ames & OoUege 


Ames 


OoUege 


1.08 



OFFI0ER6. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of board . . 

President 

First vice president. 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General manager. . 



W. M. Greeley 
W. M. (Jeeeley 
E. W. Stanton. 
M. K. Smith. . . 
H. Westerman 
M K. Smith. 



Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffloe Address . 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



W. M.Greeley 
g W. Stanton.. 
M.K.Smith . 
Herman Knapp . 
H. Westerman. 
O.F.Cnrtiae.... 
G. H. France. 



Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

AmeR, Iowa 

Dee Moines, Iowa . 



Jannary 0, 1904 
January 0, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9. 1904 



L Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 84. 

2. Date of last meeting of stoekholders for election of directors, January 9, 1908. 

3. Give postoffloe address of general office, Ames, Iowa. 

4 . Giye postoffice address of operating office, Ames, Iowa. 

(139) 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPOBT OF THB 



ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA PE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line repreaented b^ capital stock : 

a Main line. 

b Branohet and Bpnrs. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stosk is owned by this company. 
5. Line operated ander trackage rights. 





Terminals. 


ill 


III 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


ill 


1. a The Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway company 


Chicago, 111 '. 


Denyer. Colo 

State Line, N.M.& Tex 
State Lin&N.M.&O^ 

Longton, Kan 

Kinder. Kan 

Winfleld Jnnct'n, Kan. 

Purcell, L T 

Deming. N.M 

Pekln. Ill 


1,180.72 

fi80.W 

896.20 

44.18 

88.68 

72.78 

282.65 

64.66 




La Junta, Oblo 

North Ottawa, Kan... 

Chanute, Kan 

Hatchinson, Kan 

Florence, Kan 

Newton, Kan .... 

Rlnoon, N.M 

Ancona, 111 

North Lexington, Mo. 

St. Joseph, Mo 

HoUiday, Kan 


2.647.76 


1. 6 The Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway company 


62.58 
76.40 

118.07 
68.74 
46.41 
86.27 
84.80 
19.42 
68.86 
24.71 
67.71 
40.97 
17.08 
64.70 
66.85 
88.28 
11.68 

161.88 
22.66 
48.66 
08.21 
26.80 

12a 07 
46.88 
20.41 
79 77 

166.88 
87.01 
91.06 

141.8b 
89.61 
&6S 
4&S0 
18.18 
27.88 
18.62 
46.60 
18.81 
6.66 


St. JMcph, Mo 

Emporia Janct'n,Kan. 

Topeka, Kan 

Hawthorne, Kan ... 
North Ottawa, Kan... 

Alma, Kan 

Quenemo. Kan 

Gridley, Kan. 

Tates Center, Kan.... 

Pittsburg, Kan 

Madison Junct'n, Kan. 

Coffey vllle, Kan 

Cedarvala, Kan 

Owasso, I. T 






Wilder. Kan 






Lawrence, Kan 

BurllDgame, Kan 

Osage Oity, Kan 

BurBngame Jet. , Kan. 
Colony, Kan 






Ohauute, Kan 

Benedict Jnnot'n, Kan. 

Cherry vale, Kan 

Independence, Kan 

Niotaze, Kan 

Emporia. Kan 

Bazar, Kan 

Neva, Kan. ............ 






Mollne, Kan 






Strong City. Kan... 
Superior. Neb 






Abilene, Kan 


Sauna, Kan 




' 


Manchester. Kan ...... 

Florence, Kan 

Little River, Kan 

Great Bend, Kan 

Larned, Kan 


Barnard, Kan 

Holyrood, Kan 

Scott City. Kan 

Jetmore, Kan 

Mulvane, Kan 

Pratt, Kan 

Medicine Lodge, Kan. 

Cross, O T 

Canyon City, Colo .... 

Rockvale, Colo 

Tonkawa, O. T 

SantaFe, N. M 

Magdelena, N.M 

Lake Valley, N. M.... 

Silver City. N. M 

Santa EUta, N. M 

Fierro. N. M 






Malvane, Kan 

Molvane, Kan 

Attica, Kan.. 

Hutchinson, Kan 

Pneblo, Colo 






Olelland, Colo 

Wellington, Kan 

Lamy, N. M 






Socorro, N. M 

Nutt, it. M 

Deming, N. M 

Whitewater, N. M.... 
Hanover Janet 'n, N.M. 


2,018.98 
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road company 


Guthrie, O.T 

Ripley, O. T 


Ralston, O. T 


89.76 
10.96 
6.88 
18 40 
16. W 
10.60 






Cashing, O. T 






OtLAhIng, O. T. 

Cashing, O. T 

NewkiA, O.T 

Seward, O.T 

Dearborn Station 

Streator Jonctlon 

Big Blue Junction 

St. Joseph. Mo 

Niotaze. Kan 

State Line 


Avery,©. T 






Kaw^bity, oVt!!!*. *.*.*.. 
Oashlon, O. T 

Stewart Ave. , Chicago 

Pekin Janction 

KnnRan City 


168.18 


6. C. &W. I. R. R. Co 

T.. P. &W. Ry. Co 

K. 0. Belt RyrOo 


1.48 
5.01 
6.44 
10.66 
6.61 
2.68 


a. R, I. &P. Ry. Co 

Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. 


Atchison, filan. 

State Line 




F., B. &M. v. R. R. Co .... 


Superior. Neb 








42.48 
4,871.84 


Total mileage operated . . 





OFFICERS. 



President 

Assistant to president. . . 
Assistant to president.... 

First vice president 

Second vice president .... 
Third vice president 
Secretary and treasurer. 
Assistaat secretary 



General counsel. 

Comptroller 

Deputy comptroller 

Qeneral auditor 

Assistant general auditor 

Auditor ox disbursements 

Frd ght auditor 

Tleket auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer < 

Chief engineer (acting). 

Qeneral superintendent 

General superimtendent , 

Soperintendent of telegraph 

Signal engineer 

Superintendent of transportation 

Oir accountant 

Superintendent of motive power 

Assistant superintendent of motive power. 

General purchasing agent 

AKlstant general purchasing agent 

General solicitor 

General attorney 

General attorney 

2*hn> attorney 

Tax commissioner 

Chief surgeon 

Frel^t traffic manager 

Passenger traffic manager 

Assistant traffic manager 

General freight asent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general fk^ght agent 

Asristant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

General baggage agent 



B. P. Ripley 

W. B. Jansen 

A. U. Payson 

E. D. Kenna 

Paul Morton 

J. W. Kendriek 

E. Wilder 

L. C. Doming 

H. W. Gkirdlner. 

Victor Morawets 

D. L. Gallup 

D. J. Sheehan 

H. C. Whitehead 

W. B. Bailey .. 

J. W. White 

W. J. Healy 

J. F. MitchelL 

H. U. Mudge 

James Dun 

0. A. Morse 

J. E. Hurley 

D. E, Cain 

C. H. Oaunt 

T. S. Stevens 

C. W. Kouns 

O. B. Hetherington... 

O. R. Henderson 

Alfred Lovell 

W. E. Hodges. 

M. J. Collins 

E. D. Kenna. 

Robert Dunlap 

F. T. A. Jonkin . . . 
J. D. M. Hamilton.... 

B. T. CartUdge 

J P. Easter 

W. B. Biddle 

O. T. Nicholson 

W. A. BisseU 

J. B. GN>rman 

F. C. Maegly 

F. H. Manter 

C. W. Cook 

W. J Black 

P. Walsh 



Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

< 

r 

] 5J. r.. 

] !T. Y.. 

] 5J. Y.. 

] ^. Y.. 

( 

{ 



o, Cal. 
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il'smes of Dlreoton. 



Addreis. 



H. BiemanDnTal , 

Thomas P. Fowler.... 

Ohas. 8. Gleed 

Victor Morawetz 

Edward J. Berwlnd.. 

E. D. Eenna 

R. Somers Hayes .... 

Andrew O. Jobea. 

GtoorgeQ. Haven 

JohnO. McOnlloagh 
Benjamin P. Cheney . . 

Edward P. Ripley 

Oharles Steele 

Byron L. Smith 

Howel Jones , 



New York. 
New York . 

Topeka 

New York. 
New York.. 



New York 

Wichita, Kan. 

New York 

Vermont 

Boston 

Ohloaffo 

NewYork .... 

Chicago 

Topeka. 



190B 
MOO 
UOS 
190B 



1904 
I9M 
1906 
1006 
U06 
lOOO 
lOOO 
1008 
1006 



Nora— Term of director expires on second Thursday In December of year opposite name. 

1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 14,642. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, December 11, 1002. 
8. GHve postoffloe address of general office, Topeka, Kansas 

4. Oive postoffloe address of operating office, Topeka, Kansas. 
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Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Second vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Ueneral counsel 

General solicitor 

General solicitor 

General solicitor 

General auditor 

Auditor 

Auditor. 

General manager 

Gen«»ral manager 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

Chief engineer 

Chief engineer 

■General superintendent 

General superintendent 

General superintendent 

Supervisor of telegraph 

Freight tratlic manager 

Oeneral freight agent 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Asftistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent . . . . , 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Passenger traffic manager 

General passenger atrant 

General psssenger agent. , 

Assistant general passenger agent . 
Assistant general passenger agent . 

General baggage agent 

General baggage agent 

Land commissioner 



Geo. B. Harris 

D. MiUer 

Howard Elliott 

T. S. Howland 

T. S. Howland 

J. W. Blythe 

C. M. Dawes , 

0. F. Manderson... 

0. M. Spencer 

C. I. Sturgls 

W. P. Durkee 

B. L. Crosby 

F. A. Delano 

C. W. Holdredge..., 

C. M. Levev 

W. L. Breckenridge. 

1. S. P. Weeks 

L. F. Goodale 

F. C. Rice 

T.B. Calvert 

Henrr Miller 

W. w. Ryder 

Thoe. Miller 

D. O. Ives 

W. Gray 

W. B. Hamblin 

E R. Puffer 

Geo. Morton 

C. E Spens 

A. B. Smith 

F. Montmorency — 

W. C. Maxwell 

P. S. Bustis 

Jno. Francis 

L. W. Wakeley 

W. A. Lalor 

J. E. Buckingham .. 

F. H. Ellis 

T Marsland 

W. W. Baldwin 



Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, IlL 
Burllngion, Iowa. 
Chicago. 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Joseph. Mo. 
Chicago, IlL 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
Chicago, III. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Lincoln, Neb. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Lincoln, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago. 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago, lU. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis. Mo. 
Chicago. 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, III. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, IlL 
Liacoln, Neb. 
Burlington, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Charles E. Perkins. 
Edward F. Nichols 

Gtoo. B. Harris 

Jss. J. Hill 

W. P. Clough ... . 

Robert Baoon. 

E M. Harriman 

Jacob H. Schiff 

George J. Gtould ... 
H. McK. Twombly. 
Korman B. Ream. . 



Burlington, Iowa 

New York. N. Y 

Chicago, 111 

St. Paul, Minn 

New York. N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

N«*wYork, N Y 



November 4. 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1903 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1908 
November 4, 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 489. 

2. Dateof last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, Novembers, 1902. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, IlL 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, 111. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

b Branches and spurs . 

2. Proprietarj companies whose entire capital stock Is owned by this company. 
5. Lines operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 






|1e 



Chicago Oreat Western Railway 

Company 

a 



DeKalb & Great Western 

(incloded under "B.") 
As follows : 

St Paul & Northern Pacific . . 

D. & Dubuque Bridge Co 

Illinois Central Railread 

Chicago, Burlington & Q. . 

Chicago Terminal Transfer. . 
Des Moines Union Railway . .. 

Des Moines & Kansas City 

Kansas City, St. Joseph 
oranoh 

St. Joseph Terminal Co. . . . 

Kansas City Northwestern 

Leavenworth Northern & 
Southern 

Learenworth, Topeka & 
Northwestern 

Chicago, Rock Island & 
PaouLc 

Leavenworth Terminal Rail- 
way & B. Company 

Atcmson, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Kansas dity Suburban Belt.. 

Total 



St. Paul. Minn... 

Aiken, 111 

Galena, 111 

Oelwein, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 

Bee Creek, Mo 

Uayfield, Minn ... 

Sumner, Iowa . . . . 
Cedar Falls, Iowa 

Eden, Minn 

Sycamore, 111 



Minneapolin, Minn . 

Dubuque, Iowa 

Bast Dubuque, III . . 
Portage Curve. Ill . 
Forest Home, 111 . . . 
In city of Des Moines,Ia 
In city of Des Molnee.la 



In city of St. Joseph, Mo 
In city of St. Joseph, Mo 
Leavenworth, Kan .... 

In city of Leavenwor . h 

In city of Leavenworth 

Beverly, Mo 



Stillings, Mo 

St. Joseph, Mo 

In city of Kansas City, 



Dubuque, Iowa 

Forest Home, III 

Aiken. Ill 

Des Moines, Iowa . . 

St. Joseph. Mo 

Beverly, Mo 

Man ley Junction, Iowa 

Hampton, Iowa 

Wilson Junction, Iowa 
Mantorviile, Minn. 
DeKalb, 111 



St. Paul, Minn .... 
Bast Dubuque, 111 . 
Portage Curve, 111. 

Galena, 111 

Chicago, 111 



Kansas City, Kan. 



Kansas City, Kan . 
Stillings, Mo 



Leavenworth, Kan . 

Bee Creek, Mo 

Kansas and Mo .... 



258.5.^ 
140.03 
1.33 
ISO. 3a 
159 25 
23.00 
49.20 



63 95 
7.48 



6 81 



10.66 
.69 

18.28 
.62 

10.18 

2.26 

.44 

.81 

.89 

27.91 

2.46 

1.40 

3.59 

i.sn 

7.63 
260 



761. 8Vf 



84.81 



86. 8» 
932^01 
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OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Of&oe. 



Ohairman of board 

President 

First vice president , 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitor 

Attorney 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant genca«l manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager....; 

Gtoneral freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent. . . 
General passenger agent . ... 

Assistant general passenger agent. 

General ticket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent .. . 
General baggage agent 



A. B, Stickney 

A. B.Stiokney 

Amel Oppenheim 

R. O. Wight 

R. O.Barnard 

F. B. Kellogg 

A. G. Briggs 

C. O. Kalman 

S. C. Sticknoy ., 

Tracy Lyon 

F. R. Coates 

G. A. Goodell 

O. B. Dafoe 

R. W. Edwards 

O. P. Stemble 

P. O.Stohr 

8. O. Brooks 

W B. Martin, F. H. Tibbets.S. B. Stohr. 

J. P. Elmer 

R. F. Malone 

J. P. Elmer 

R. F. Malone 

G. T. Spelman. 



St. Paul, Minn. 
St; Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minm. 
Dubuque, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
St. Paul,. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Chicago 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago. Illinois 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Frederick Weyerhauser . 

A. B. Stiokney 

Ansel Oppenheim 

J.W. Link 

Samuel C. Stiokn«y 

B. C. Wight 

Wm. A. Beed 

T. H.Wheeler 

W. E. Fletcher 



St . Paul, Minnesota. .... 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota. . . . . 
New York City. N. Y. .. 
New York City, N. Y. .. 
Minneapolis. Minnesota. 



September, 1904 
September, 1904 
September, 190B 
September, 1900 
September, 1906 
September, 1900 
September, 1904 
September, 1906 
September. 1906 



LONDON FINANCE COMMITTSE. 

Mr. Howard Gilllat London, England. 

Mr. Alexander F. Wallace London, England. 

Mr. Edwin Waterhouse London, England. 

Sir Charles Tennant, Baronet London, Ekigland. 

1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6, 919. 

"i. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 3, 1908. 

H. GKve postofflce address of general office, St. I'aul, Minnesota. 

4. Givepoetoffice address of operating office, St. Paul, Minnesota. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



MASON CITY & FORT DODGE RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTT OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line rapresented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 
6 BranohM and spurs. 







1 

lis 


111 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


Hi 

go. 


Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad 


Manlej Junction, Iowa 
Hampton, Iowa 

Fort Dodge, Iowa 

CoalvlUe, Iowa 


Fort Dodge, Iowa. ... 
Clarion, Iowa 

Lehigh. Iowa 

Carbon, 


81.38! 
26.781 


b Branches and spurs 


15 67 
2.90 


108.16 

18.57 
126.73 


Total 





OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of OfBce. 



President 

First vice president 

Beoretarj 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

Attorney, or general counsel 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Chief en gineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

District freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent . 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



A. B. fltlckney.. 
A. S. Fairchild.. 

H. 8. Pace 

C. E. Seek worth 
C. O. Kalman... 
A. G. Brtggfl... 
C. O. Kalman.... 
8. C. Stickney.. 
T. Lyons ... 

F. R. Coates 

W. B. Causey... 
O. Comelison..., 

P. C. Stohr 

S. O. Brooks.... 
S. D. Parkhurst, 

J. P. Elmer 

R. F. Malone.... 
J. P.Elmer 

G. T. Spelmsn.. 



St. Paul, Minn. 
Neijfr York 
New York City. 
New York City. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge. Iowa. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Fort Dodge. Iowa. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111 



ORGANIZATION. 



Name of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expiration 
of Term, 



A. R Stickney 

H. A. Hut<;hlnB 

Arthurs. Fairchild. 

J. W. Colt 

Myron T. Herrick... 



St. Paul, Minn.. 
New York City.. 
New York City . . 
New York City . . 
Columbus, Ohio. 



May, 1P04. 
May, 1904. 
May. 1904. 
May. 1904. 
May. 1M04. 



Give postofflce address of general office. Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 
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WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock: 
a Main line. 
b Branches and spars. 





Terminals. 


1 




Name. 


Prom— 


To- 


|1l 


Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 
Railroad comnanT 


Mankato, Minn 

Red Wing, Minn 


Red Wing, Minn. 
Osage, Iowa. . . . 
Simpson, Minn.. 

Claybank Minn. 
Sewerpipe Works 


0G.7O 
118.20 
64.20 








a 


Winona, Minn 






Claybank Junction, Minn. . 
Red Wing, Minn 


268.10 


b 


2.00 
.90 






Tot^l 




• 2.90 
271.tO 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Oifflce. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer. 

(ieneral solicitor 

Assistant comptroller 

Qeneral manager 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager 

« 1 M — i-v^ agent 

*al freight agent 

gsr agent 

*al passenger agent • 

ftgent 

'al ticket agent 

ce agent 



F. B. 
A. B. 

G. F. 
R. O. 

F. B. 
C. O. 
8. C. 

G. A. 
C. 8. 
P. C. 
8. O. 
W. B 
J. P. 
R. F. 
J. P. 
R. F. 
I*. T. 



Kellogg.. 
Stickney. 
PhiUeo.. 
Barnard. 
Kellogg.. 
Kalman . . 
8tickney. 
Goodell . 
Weston . . 
Stohr . . . . 
Brooks. . . 
. Martin. , 

Elmer 

Malone . 
Elmer.... 
Malone .. 
Spelman 



St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Red Wing, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffloe Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



A. B. Stickney.. 

F. B. Kellogg 

Kenneth Clark. .. 
O. A. Severance . 
R. C. Wight 



St. Paul, Minn. 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 



September. 1904. 

September, 1904. 

September, 1904. 

September. 1904 

September, 1904. 



2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 11, 190S. 

3. Give postoffloe address of general office, St. Paul. Minn. 

4. Give postoffloe address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 
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196. fiO 
10.87 

16 22 

76.84 
22,78 
81.28 

17 14 


: ; : : : : . : : 1 S2 


•Fjounil 


LaCrescent Woonsocket 

Wells Mankato 

Madison.. Bristol 

MIlwRnkPA. North M<»()r«>flror 


: : : :o ; :::.:. : . : 


Marion Junction ! Running Water 

Manilla Scotland Junction 

Napa Platte 

Scotland Mitchell 

Elk Point Sioux Falls Junction 

Tripp Armour 

Des Moines Spencer 

OM-vn RrtnriA 


RockwellCity Storm Lake 

Total 847.27 


i 

1 


1 

s 
2 


Prairie du Sac 

Richland Center 

Shulkburg 

New aiaruH 

' Mineral Point 

Plattvllle 


Minneapolis 

Decoran 

Mason City 

St. Paul 

Cannon Junction — 
La Sueur 

Chamberlain 

Elkader 

Spirit Tiake 


Lone Rock 

Milton 

Brodhead 

Warren 

Calamine 


Calmar 

Conover 

Austin 

Meudota 

Northfleld 

Farmington 

North McGregor . . 

Beulah 

Spencer 


00 

1 

> 

s 




c 

1 1 

1 5 

i i 

g •§ 

5 1 

1 I 


: 

§ 

s 
1 

1 


Iowa and Minnesota Division 
Iowa and Dakota Division. . 


Sioux City & Dakota Division 
Des Moines Division 




1 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REEORT OF THE 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Offloe. 



Ohairman of the board 

President 

Third vice president 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

General solicitor 

General counsel 

Assistant general solicitor 

Assistant general solicitor 

Comptroller 

Gtoneral auditor 

Assistant general auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Assistant general superintendents. . 

Division superintendents 

Superintendent of telegraph 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agents .... 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agents. 

General baggage agent 

immissioner 



Land comn 



Boswell Miller 

A.J. BarUng 

J. H. Highland 

F. G. Bannej 

JohnMoNab 

Burton Hanson 

George R. Peck.... 
H. H. Field 

C. U. Keeler 

H. G. Hannm 

W. N. D. Winne... 
W. F. Dudlej 

H. R. Williams 
W. J. Underwood. . 

D. J. Whlttemore. . . 

D. L. Bush 

Two in number 

Eighteen in number. 

N. J.Fry 

B. 8. Keeley 

Four In number 

F. A. Miller 

Three in number 

W. D. Carriok 

H. G. Hangan 



New York, N. Y. 
Chicago. lU. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago. lU. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, 111. 
Ch cago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. lU. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, IlL 



Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, m. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Poetof&ce Address. 



Date of Bxpira- 
tlon ot Term. 



J. Ogden Armour. . . 

August Belmont 

Frank 9. Bond 

A. J. Earling 

Peter Geddes 

Chas. W. Harkness. 
Frederick Lay ton. . . 

Joseph Milbank 

Roflwell Miller 
William Rockefeller 
Henry H. Rogers. . . 
James h. Smith.... 
Samuel Spencer 



Chicago 
New York. 
New York. 
Chicago 
New York. 
New York. 
Milwaukee 
New York 
New York 
New York. 
New York 
New York. 
New York . 



September, 1904 
September, 1908 
Septembor. 1906 
September. 1906 
September, 1906 
September. 1906 
September. 1904 
September, 1904 
September. 190B 
September, 190B 
September, 1906 
September, 1905 
Sept.ember. 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6, 262. 

2. Date ofUast^meetlng of stockholders for election of directors, September 27, 1908, 

3. Give postofflce address of general of&ce, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Chicago, 111. 
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451.54 
27.76 
127.26 

124. 14 
45.11 

10.86 
118.91 
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Hawarden (State Line) 
Fox Lake, Minnesota.... 

Ota 
be- 

i , Jon. 

to U. S. Yards & 
Omaha. 

Oakdale (via Albion) . . 




1 

i 


Lines represented by capital stock of Chi- 
cago & North- Western Railway Oom- 

Ohicago 


umo»go 

South Branch Junction 

Elgin 

St. Charles 

Cortland 

Belvidere 

VAlarin 


Clinton 

Stanwood 

Cut-off near Cedar Rapids 

Dee Moines 
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♦ Junction near Scrlbner 
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New Ulm 

Redwood Falls 

Marshall 

VAAtA 


Gettysburg 

Groton 

Astoria 

Watertown 

Hawarden (state line).. 


• 

• 


Necedah.!;.'.;! .'.'.."!!!! 

mpany 

SeatonviUe, 111 

Oconto 


i 




Tracy 

Doland 

Tvler 

Watertown Junction 

Iroquois 


1 

i 


1 


Proprietary llaes, viz: 

Princeton & Western Railway.... 

Valley Junction 

DePue. Ladd & Eastern Railway Co 
Ladd 


Total 

Leased lines, viz: 

St. Paul, Eastern Grand Trunk Ra 

OUntonville 

Spurs 
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16() TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

OFFICE BS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



PrMldent 

First yloe presidant 

8«oond Tlce president 

Third vice president 

Beoretary 

Treasurer 

General ooansel 

Andltor..." 

Qeneral manager 

A«l8tant general manager 

Chief engineer 

Qeneral superintendent ... 

Assistant general superintendent 

Dlylslon superintendent ] 
Division superintendent I |__^ i|_-_ 
Division supeHntendent f ^^^^ '^^ 
Division superintendent J 

Superintendent of telegraph , 

Freight traffic manager 

Passenger traffic manager 

General freight agen^ 

General passenger agent 

(General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 

Land commissioner 



ICarvln Hnghitt 

Eagene B.Os*born 

Marshall M. Klrkman. 
Hiram B. MeCullough 
Enffen«» E Osbom. .... 

S. O. Howe 

Lloyd W. Bowers 

J. B. Bedfleld 

W. A. Gardner 

R. H. Alshton 

Edward O. Carter 

Wm. D. CantlUon. .. 

T. A. Lawson 

W. H. Whalen 

R. G. Schevenell 

W. D.Beck 

F. Walters 

G. H. Thayer 

*. Hughltt, Jr 

W. B. Kniskern 

B. D. Brlgham 

O. A. Cairns 

C. A. Calms 

Frank D. Taylor 

Joslah F. Cleveland . . . 



Chicago, 111. 
NewYork, N. Y. 
Chicago. IIL 
ChicaTO. llL 
NewYork, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Chicago, ni. 
Chicago, ni. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111 
Boone, Iowa 
Mason City, lows 
Eagle Grove, Iowa 
Sioux Cltv. lows 
Chicago, lIL 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, in. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors . 



I 



Poetoflice Address. 



Date of Bzpin- 
tion of Term. 



Marvin Hughltt. 

Frank Work 

James Scillman 

Oliver Ames 

Zeaas Crane 

W. K. Vanderbilt 

F. W. Vanderbilt 

H. McK. Twombly . . . 
Byron L. Smith. 
CrnwH. McCormlck , 

Marshall Field 

Albert Keep 

Chaunoev M. Depew. 
Samuel F. Barger .... 

James C Fargo , 

H. C. PVlok 

David P. Kimball 



Chicago, lU 

NewYork, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
Boston, Mass ... 
Dal ton. Mass . . . . 
New York, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
New York. N. Y 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 .... 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 
NewYork, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
Pittsburg, Pa. . . . 
BoAton. Mass 



June, 1004 

June, 1904 

June, 1904 

June. 1904 

Jane, 1904 

June, 1905 

June. 1905 

June, 1905 

Jane, 1905 

June, 1905 

June, 1905 

June. 1906 

June, 1006 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 4, 103. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders foe election of directors, June 4, 1006. 
8. Glvepostofflce address of general office, Chicago and New York. 

4. GHve postoffloe address of operating office. Chicago. III. 
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CHICAGO, IOWA & DAKOTA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPBRATBD. 

1. Railroad lia e repreaented by capital stock : 
a Main Une. 





Torminals. 


Hi 
III 


ill 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Chicago, Iowa & Dakota Rail- 
waj Oompanj 

Total 


Kldora Junction 


Alden 


86.40 


20.40 



0FFIGBR8. 



Title. 



Nama 



Location of 
Office. 



President 

Flrvt vice president. 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer. 
General manager. . . 



Marvin Haghitt 
M. M. Kirkman , 
J. a Redileld ... 
M. M. Kirkman 
H. C. Stuart. .. 
H. O. Stuart 



Ohicaso, 111. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Eldora, Iowa 
Kldora, Iowa 



ORQANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Blxpira- 
tlonof Term. 



MarrinHagUtt..., 
M. M. Kirkman . 
H. R. McCnllongh 
W. A. Gardner . . 
W. H. Stennstt... 

H. O. Stuart 

J.a Redileld 



Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, III.. 

Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, m.. 
BIdora, Iowa 

Chicago. 111.. 



Jolj, 190B 

Julr, 1008 

Jnlj, 1008 

Julr, 1006 

Jnl7, 1006 

Jolj, 1008 

July, 1008 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 8. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, July 0, 1002. 
& Giye postoffioe address of general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. OIts postoffioe address of operating office, BIdora, Iowa. 



11 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented bj capital stock : 

a Main line. 

b Branches and spurs, 
t. Proprietarj companies whose entire capital stock is owned bj this compan j. 
8. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1^2^- If-s^ 



L a I iUUlllUCOpUlJ 



Chippewa Valley & N W. Ry 
Ean Claire, Ohipp. & N. B. Rj 

St. Loois River Bridge (Nor. 

Pa'^lflcRy) 

Great Northern Ry 

Minneapolis & St. Loni^ R. R. 

Illinois Central Railroad 

Sioux CKy Bridge Co 

Chicago &N.-W. Ry 



Total mileage operated 



Elroy 

Nor. Wisconsin Jet. .. 

Eau Claire 

Superior Junction 

St. Paul 

Mif^souri River at Cov 

ington 

St. Croix Draw Bridge 
Stillwell Junction. .. 

Hudson 

Merrtllan 

Ashland Junction .... 
Ashland Shore Line. 

West Eau Claire 

Fairchild 

Menomonie Junction 
Menomonie Junction 

Lake Crystal 

Heron Lake 

Madelia 

Bingham Lake 

Trent 

Luverne 

Coburn 

Emerson 

Wakefield 

Wayne 

Emerald 



Radisson Junction 
Chippewa FaUs 



West Superior 

St. Paul 

Mineeapolis 

LeMars 

Bridge across Missouri 
River and tracts at 
SiouxOity 

Sioux City 



St. Paul. 
Bayfield . . 
Spooner.. 
Duluth... 
LeMars .. 



Omaha 

Stillwater Switch. 

Stillwater 

Ellsworth 

Marshfleld 

Ashland 



Shaw's Mills 

Mondovi 

Menomonie City. 

Cedar Falls 

Elmore 

Pipestone 

Fairmont 

Carrie 

Mitchell 

Doon 

Newcastle 

Norfolk 

Hartington 

Bloomfleld 

Weston , 



Radisson... 
Holoombe. 



Rice's Point 

Minneapolis 

Merrlam Junction. 
Sioux City 



Sioux City Bridge Co'a 
Track 



198.10 
177.67 
81.51 
71.70 
248.42 

128.06 

4.65 

8 9() 

24.82 

88.67 

4.88 

1.31 

2.74 

88.75 

8.01 

8.01 

48.48 

55.10 

29.88 

88.68 

180.73 

28.00 

26.05 

46.50 

88.76 

48.14 

86.87 

86.00 
27.70 



1.60 
11.40 
27.00 
25.20 



&90 

.6(' 



1.523.89 
6a 70 



69.50 



1,6W.18 
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OFFIOBBfl. 



Title. 



LocAtion of 
Office. 



President 

JTlrst vice president and assistant secretary 

Second vice president 

Secretary 

Ti easorer and second assistant secretary 

Assistant treasurer and third assistant secretary. 

General attorney 

Oaneral counsel 

Comptroller 

Auditor of expeodltnres 

Local treasurer 

General manager , 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Divi-ion superintendent 

Purchasing agent 

Superintendent of telegraph 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent 

General baggage agent 

Oar service agent 

General claim agent 

Land comml.saloner 



Marvin Hnghitt.. 

B. E. Osbom . . . 
James T. Clark.. 
ti,. E. Woodman.. 
8. O. Idowe 

R. H. WiUlamfl.. 

Pierce Butler 

Thomas Wilson . 
L. A. Robinson.. 
W. H. Stennett.. 
O. P. Nash 

A. W.Trenholm. 

C. W. Johnson... 

W. C. Winter 

Wm. Bennett.... 

L. F. Slaker 

S. G. Strickland. 
Isaac Seddon .... 

H. C.Hope 

H. -1. Pearce.... 

E. B. Ober 

T. W. Teasdale.. 
G. H. McRae.... 

B. F. Woode 

A. Drezmal 

E. L. Poole 

G. W. Bell 



Chicago, ni. 
New York, N. T. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
^t. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn, 
-t. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. James, Minn. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Name of Directors. 



Postoffioe Address. 



Date of Bbcpira- 
tlon of Term . 



F. W. Vanderbilt.... 
Wm. K. Vanderbilt.. 

Albert Keep 

H. McK. Twombly... 

Marvin Hugliltt 

Brron L. Smith 

Cnauncey M. Depew. 

David P. Kimball 

Horace G. Burt , 

Martin L Sykes 

Thomas Wilson 
JohnM. Whitman.... 
John A. Hnmbird.... 



New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N.Y.. 
Lake Geneva. Wis 
New York, N. Y.. 
Chicago, 111.... 

Chicago, 111 

New York. N. Y.. 

Boston, Mass 

Omaha, Neb . .., 
New York, N. Y.. 

St. Paul, Minn 

Chicago, III 

St. Paul, Minn.... 



June, 1004 

June, 1904 

June, 1»04 

June, 1P04 

June, 1006 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 

June, 19G5 

June, 1006 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 

June, 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 1, 045. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 0, 1008. 
S. Give postoffioe address of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

4. Give pojtoffioe address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 



Digitized by 



Google 



164 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



FREMONT, ELKHORN & MISSOURI VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY » 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad Una represanted b j capital stock : 

a Main line. 

b braBohes and spun. 
8. Line operated under lease for specified sum. 
6. Line operated under trackage rights. 





Terminals. 


1 




Name. 


From— 


To- 


III 

i 


1. a Fremont, Blkhom & Mis- 
souri Valler Railroad 


Omaha, Neb 


Oasper, Wyo 

Bastings 

Kansas State Line (be- 
yond Superior. ). 
Oakdale (via Albion) . . 

Lincoln 

Bonesteel, S. D 

Pine St. , Deadwood. . . 
Belle Fourche 


m.fs 




Fremont 


027. 6B 


1. b Fremont, Elkhom A Mis- 
souri Valler Railroad* 


127.86 

124.14 

lia91 

46 11 

12a 44 

144.88 

21.19 

14.12 

10.80 

11.27 

2.40 

2.65 

1.6i 
8.92 


Linwood 






Junction near Soribner 

Platte River 

Norfolk Junnotion 

Dakota Junction 

Whitewood 

Buffalo Gap 






Hot Springs 






Irvington 

Pine St.. Deadwood. .. 
Portland Junction.... 
Branches to Mines off 

Ruby Basin Line.. 
Branches to Mines off 

Portland Mine Une. 
QayyiUe 






Ruby Basin 






Portland Mine. 






Lead City 

Fremont, Neb 






California Junction. . . 

Missouri Valley. Iowa 
0"iaha, Nftb- ,..,... ^ . 


74&17 


a Chicago & North-Wcstem 
Railway company 


81.77 




Calif ornia Juction, la. 
Blair, Neb 


81.77 


6. Chicago A North-Western 


6.84 
24.70 


Chicago. St. Paul, Minnea- 
polis « Omaha Railway 










80. &< 






Total 


1486.18 



*Tbe railroad property and franchises of this company were leased to the ChleaKO & North- 
Western Railway company, February 16, 1908, for the term of twenty -five years. On February 
38, 1908, this company sold and conveyed its remaining interest in the railroad property to the 
Chicago & North-western company which purchasing company assumed the debts, liabilities and 
obligations of the Fremont, Buhom & Missouri Valley Rallwav company. The following report 
shows the operations of th« Fremont, Llkhorn A Missouri Valfey Railway company from July 1, 
1902, to February 10, 1906, inclusive. 
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Title. 



Name. 



Location of Office. 



President , 

Firdt vice president 

Second Tioe president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General counsel 

Qeneral attorney 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph . . . 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent. 
General passenger agent ... . 
Land commis<doner. 



Marvin Hughitt 

B. B. Osborn 

Hiram R. McCulloch 

J. B. Bedfleld 

M. M. Kirkman 

Lloyd W. Bowers .... 

B. T. White 

M. M. Kirkman 

J. B. Redfield 

Geo. F. Bldwell 

A. A. Schenck. 

Charles C. Hughes . . 
Heni^ 0. M ft***i-**"a . . 
Oharles H. Reynolds 
Frank A Harmon. 
Wm. P. McFarlane . 

John A. Kuhn 

AmosH. Merchant.., 
John R. Buchanan. 
J. F. Cleveland 



Chicago. 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, ni. 
Chicago, m. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. lU. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Fremont, Neb. 
Norfolk, Neb. 
Chadron, Neb. 
Missouri Valley, Iowa 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Bxpira- 
tlonof Term. 



Marvin Bughitt.... 

Albert Keep , 

B. B. Osborn 

David P KimbalL. 
M. M. Kirkman .... 
H. R. McCuUough. 
J. B. RedfleUL .... 



Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

New York, N. Y 
Boston, Mass..... 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, ni 

Chicago, 111 



May, 1904 

May, 1004 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 10. 

2. Date of last meeting of stoskholders for election of directors. May SS8, 1902. 
S. Give postofflce address of general offloe, Chicago, 111., and Omaha, Neb. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating offloe, Omaha, Neb. 



Digitized by 



Google 



166 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



'penzva spvoj 
JO 9sm{0 qo«d 
jojonnjOB9iiH 



'pamva 

pVOJIfOVd 

jojoanjoeanw 









:H 



• 6 

f- 

111 -J 81 i 






: r : : : o 

: : : : iaa ^s 

• . . . . -^h^ 

^ . . . . - >^ 



'S 

s 



§ 



I 



I 
a 

a 



s 



s 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



167 



9 



2 3 



B|£J 







I 
I 

c 

6 

O 



I 

I 

I 



s 

i 



I 



t 
B 

: i 

I 2 

c 

-< 



J 



t 

o 



I 

B 

I 



I 

s 

a 



2 

I 




ai ^ 



Digitized by 



Google 



168 TWBNTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

OITFICBRS. 



Title. 



Locat.on of Office. 



Chairman of the board 

Preeldent 

Firac vice president 

Seoond vice president 

Secretarj I 

Treasorer \ 

General counseL 

OomptroUer 

Assistant comptroller 

Second assistant comptroller 

Auditor, disbursements 

Auditor, freight traific 

Auditor, passenger traffic 

Oeneral managtrr 

Ohief engineer 

General superintendent. Eastern division 

Assistant general superintendent. Western div. 
Assistant general superintendent, Northern diy 

Superintendent of telegraph 

Freight traffic manager 

Assistant freight tnmlc manager 

General freight agent, east of Missouri river. 

General passenger agent. 

General freight agent, West of Missouri river. 

Passenger traffic manager 

Real estate and tax agent 

General baggage agent *. 



D. a. Reid. 

W. B. Leeds 

O. H. Warren 

Rob*t Mather 

G. H. Oroeby 

Rob't Mather 

W. W. Stevenson 
J. L. Oramer 

F. Nay 

J. A. Sandberg... 
W. fl. Bums 

D. Laughlln 

O A. Goodnow... 

J. F. Stevens 

H. J. Slif er . . . 

J. M. Gmber 

H. S. Cable 

0. P. Adams 

J. F. Holden 

H. Gower 

E. B. Boyd 

L. M. AUen 

H. H. Bmbrr 

John Sebastian . . . 
James T. Maher. . 

G. W. DuVtack.... 



New York, N. Y. 
Chicago. IlL 
Chicago, UL 
Chicago, 111. 

Chicago, 111. 

Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago, 111. 
ChioaRp, ni 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, III. 
Chitsafo. 111. 
Chicafo, III. 
Chicafo, 111. 
Ohicafo, 111. 
Topeka, Kan. 
Cedar Rapids, lows 
Chicafo, In. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chioago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Kansas OitT, Mo. 
Chioago, in, 
Chicago, m. 
Chicago, I1Ij» 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Poetoffloe Address. 


?' 


R. R. Cable 


Chicago. Ill 


1908 


Jas. H. Moore 


Chicago, 111 .. 


1008 


F. L. Hine 

A. B. Orr 


New York, N. Y '!."!" "" 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

NewYork, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

NewYork, N.Y 

NewYork. N. Y 

Chicago. Ill 

NewYork. N. Y 
NewYork, N.Y 


190S 
1908 


Ogden Mills 

A. R. Flower . 


1908 
1904 


O. G. McMurtry 


1904 


G. S. Brewster 


1904 


W. H. Moore 


1904 


W. B. Leeds 


1906 


Marriiall Field 


1906 


D. G. Reld 

F. 8. Wheeler 


1906 
1906 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 2, 884. 

2. Da'e of last meeting of stockholders for election of director?), June U, 
8. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Chicago, III. 



1902. 
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COLFAX NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Mainline. 





Terminals. 


1 


III 
111 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Ck>lfaz Northern Railroad 
Company . 


Oolfaz, Iowa 


Valeria, Iowa 


e 




Total 




e 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Nama 


Location of Office. 


Preslclent 


Thomas N. Hooper, Jr. . . . 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


T\rm% vice president ...... . . ..,,..,... 


Des Moines, Iowa. 




Fmnlr R. HrmfMa* 


Colfax, Iowa. 


General superintendent 


Frank B. Hooper 


Colfax, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Thoa. N. Hooper, Jr 

Leland Windsor 

Frank B. Hooper — 

M. B. Wheelock 

Oto. D. Wood 



Postofflce Address. 



Des Moines, Iowa, 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

Colfax, Iowa 

Colfax, Iowa 

Colfax, Iowa. 



Date of Expiration 
of Term. 



June 16, 1904. 
June 16, 1904. 
June 16, 1904. 
June 16. 1904. 
June 16. 1904. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of election, 6. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders. June 16, 1906. 

3. Oiye postofflce address of general office. Colfax, Iowa. 

4. Give poetoffice address of operating office, Colfax, Iowa. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CROOKED CREEK RAILROAD AND COAL COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represenled by capital Btook : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


& 

is 


III 
III 


Name. ^ 


From— 


To- 


1. a Crooked Oreek Riilroad and Coal 
oompanr 


Lehigh, Iowa Webster City. Iowa. 


17.61 


17.61 



OFFICERS. 



President 

Firnt vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general passenger agent. . 



Jacob M. Funk... 
J. Q Bornliam... 
F. B. WiUson.. 
Oeo. E. Bnmham. 
W. H. Whlteford 

F. E. Willson .... 

G. £. Bornham . . 
F. E. Willson.. .. 
F. E. Willson.... 



Webster City. Iowa. 
Mllwankee, Wis. 
Webster City. Iowa. 
MUwankee, Wis. 
Lehigh, Iowa. 
Webster Citr. Iowa. 
ICllwaukee, Wis. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


Jacob M. Funk 


Webster City, Iowa. 

Webster City, Iowa. 

Mil WAP Irf^, wig 


8d Tues. in Sept. 1008.' 
8d Tues. in Sept. IflOB. 
8d Tues. In Sept. IWR. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 190S. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 1906. 
8d Tues. in Sept. lOOa 


F B Willson 


fi W BnrnhAin ...... 


C S Bumham ^ r 


Milwaukee, Wis 

Milwaukee, Wis 

Ooonomowoc, Win 


A K. Hamilton 


F. Paul Stone 



1. Total number of stookholdars at dite of last election, fourteen. 

2. Date of last meeting of crtockholders for election of directors, September 16, 1602. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office. Lehigh, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Webster City, Iowa. 
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DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

a. Iftain line. 
& Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 






^o-g 



if 



1. a Daveniwrt, Rock Island & North- 
weatem Railway company 

5. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paal 
Railway 

Chicago, Barllngton & Qnincy Rail- 
way 

Total 



Clinton, Iowa. 



Water Works, 
Davenport, Iowa, 



Seventeenth street, 
Rock laUad, 111 



Rock River in Rock 
Island Coonty. 111. 



Iowa Street,Daven- 
port, Iowa 



Thirty-eighth 
Street, Rock Is- 
land, 111 



46.76 



72 



1.45 



46.76 



2.17 
48.9a 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Tjocation of Office. 


Preaident 

Vice president 


H. R. WiUiams 

Jas. C. Hutchins 

P. L. Himichs 

J. H. Ells 


Ohicaxo, 111. 
Chicago, III. 


Secretary and treasurer 

Auditor and iuniat;fiiit trfManrAr 


Davenport, Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 


General manager 


O. B. Grant 


Davenport, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Title. 



PostoiBoe Address. 



H. E. Williams 

Jas. H.Highland.... 

Herman H. Meld 

Jaa. C. Hutehlns 
Ghas. y. Ca^enter. 
Frederic A. • >elano . 
Henry W. Weiss 



Ohicago, ill.. 
Cnicago, 111 
Ohicago, III 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, lU. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, III 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



January 19, 

January 19, 

January 19, 

January 19, 

January 19, aw* 

January 19, 1904 

January 19. 1904 



1904 
1904 
1904 
1904 
1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 9. 

2. Date of last meeting of stookholders for election of directors, January 20, 1903. 
S. GHve postofflce address of general office, Davenjwrt, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Davenport, Iowa. 
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TWBNTY-8IXTH ANNUAL EBPORT OF THE 



DES MOINES. IOWA FALLS & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPBBTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented bj capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


1 
11 


Name. 


Prom— 


To- 




1. a Dw Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


Des Moines 


lowa Falls 


TO 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Looation of 
Office. 


Chairman of the board 


E. 8. Ellsworth. 
E 8. Ellsworth. 
Wm. Weldsn. 
J. H. Funk. 
W. H. Woods. 
J. H. Funk. 
W. V. Shipley. 
R. C. YouDR. 




President 




First vice president 




Secretary 




Treasurer 

Attorney or ff eneral counsel 




Auditor 

Chief engineer 





ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 




Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



E. 8. Ellsworth. 
W. H. Courtney. 
Wm. Welden. 
J. H. Funk. 
W. V. Shipley. 
W. H. Woods. 
H.E. Hall. 
H. O. Miller. 
L. E. Jones. 
Z. K. Hone. 
J. L. FarrlnKton. 
J. M. Rinehart. 
J. D. McKay. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 19. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, December 10, lOOS. 
8. Give postoffloe address of general office, Iowa Falls, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Iowa FalU, Iowa. 
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DES MOINES UNION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPBRATBD. 

1. Railroad line represented bj capital stock. 
a Mainline. 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



Chairman of the board. . 

President 

First vice president , 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

Chier engineer 

C^eneral sniwrintendent. 



F. C. Hnbbell.... 
F. C. Hubbell.... 
H. D. Thompson. 
F. M. HnbbeU... 
H. D. Thompson. 
E. G. Mitchell... 
A. L. Morgan.... 
J. A. Wagner.... 



Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Dee Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines. Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors 



Postofflce Addrei. ^^,-/, ^^"- 



F. C. HnbbeU.... 
F. M. Hnbbell.... 
H. D. Thompson 

Ojras Kirk 

C7 Hnttenlooher . 
J. Ramsey, Jr . . . 
A.J. Barling...- 
H. R. Williams . . 



Des Moines, Iowa, 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des MoineB,Iowa 
Drs Moines, Iowa 

St. Lonis. Mo 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago. Ill 



January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January, 1904 
January. 1904 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 12. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 1, 
S. Qive postofflce address of general office, Des Moines, Iowa. 

4. Qlve postofflce address of operating offlce, Des Moines, Iowa. 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPOET OP THE 



DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by oapital stock : 
a Main line. 
b Branches and sporB. 





Terminals. 


1 


III 
ill 


Name. 


B*rom — 


To- 


1 . a Dnbnqae & Sioux City R.R. 
1. b Dubuqae & Sionx City R R. 


Dubuque, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa. 

Onawa, Iowa 


Siooz City, Iowa 

Oedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Sioux Falls, So. Dak.. 
Council Bluffs, Iowa.. 
aienvilleJct. Minn. .. 
Stacyville, Iowa. 


41.85 
156.58 
181. (-2 

94.56 
7.U8 


3S8.58 


Total 


Tkra, Iowa 

Cedar Falls Jet. , Iowa 
StaoyvlUe Jet. , Iowa.. 


480.94 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Second vice president . . . 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant secretary 

Local treasurer 

Aaeiatant comptroller. . . 

General manager 

Gen eral superintendent 



Stnyvesantl^sh... 
JohnO. WelUng 
B. C. Woodruflf . . . 
J F. Merry. 

E. T. H. Qibson.. 
Ohas. H. Wenman 

J. F. Titus 

ConF. Erebs 

J. T. Harahan ... 

F. B. Barriman 



New York City, N.Y. 
Chicago. IlL 
EUzabeth. N.J. 
Dubnqne, Iowa 
New York City. N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
Cliicago, 111. 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, 111. 
Dubuque. Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Poetofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of term. 


Stuyvesant Fish 

JohnO. Welling 

B. H. Harriman 


New York City. N. Y. .. 
Chicago, 111 


October, 1908 
October. 1908 


New York City. N. Y. . 
New York City, N. Y. .. 
New York City, N.Y... 

Chicago. Ill 

Dubnque, Iowa 


October, 1908 


B. T. H. Gibson 


October, 1906 


J. W. Anchlnclass 

J. T- Harrahan . . 


October. 1906 
October. 1906 


J. V. Kider 


October, 1906 


M. M. Walker 


Dubuqae, Iowa 


October, 1906 


F. D. Stout 

O. O. Tolerton 


Chicago, III 

Sioux City, Iowa 

Ft. Dodge, Iowa 


October, 1906 
October, 1908 


A. R. Loomis 


October, 1906 


W. H. Torbert 


Dubnque. Iowa 
Dubnque, Iowa 


October, 1906 


J. W. Conchar 


October, 1906 


W.G. Dows 

Geo. E. Lichty ... 


Cedar Rapids, Iowa 

Waterloo. Iowa 


October. 1908 
October, 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 80. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October, 10, 1902. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office, Dubuque, Iowa. 

4. Giyepostofflce address of eperating office. Central Station, Chicago, Ulinoia. 
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IOWA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



Railroad line represented hj capital stock : 
a Main line. 
b Branches and spurs. 
Line operated under contract, or where the rental Is contingent upon earnings or other 

considerations. 
Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



I. a Main line 

Eastern divialon ... 
Illinois division 

1 . b Belmond branch .... 
Story Git J branch . . 
State Center branch 
Montezuma branch . 
Newton branch 



Northwood, Iowa.. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. . . 
Iowa-Illinois state line 



Iowa Central & Western R R. 



Main Line 

Illinois division. 



Hampton, Iowa 

Minerva Jet., Iowa . . 

Newburg, Iowa 

G. &M. Jet.. Iowa. . 
New Sharon, Iowa... 
Lynnville Jet. , Iowa. 



Belmond, Iowa ... 

Northwood, Iowa . 
Iowa Junction, 111. 



Total 



Albla, Iowa 

Illinols-Iowa state line. 
Iowa Junction, 111 

Belmond, Iowa 

Story City, Iowa 

State Center, Iowa 

Montezuma, Iowa. 

Newton, Iowa. 

Lynnville, Iowa 

Algona, Iowa 

Albert Lea, Minn 

Peoria, 111 



188 06 
96 90 
89.20 



22.20 
84.61 
20.64 
18.61 
27 7ft 
2.50 



87.00 



16.36 
2.80 



876.06 



127.21 
87.00 



19.16 
55^.43 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

Oeneral Folldtor 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

Oeneral superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent machinery > nd equipment. 

Acting Superintendent of telegragh 

Traffic manager 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Oeneral passenger agent 

<ieneral ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



Edwin Hawley . . , 

F. H. Davis 

L. F. Day 

A. C. Doan 

F. H. Davis 

Joseph Gaskell . . 
Geo W . Seevers 

L. Q. Scott 

r. F. Day 

H. Q. Kelley . . . . 

M. Sweeney 

J. A. Davis 

Geo. D. Brooke.. 
W. T. Donnelly. 
J. N. Tittemore. 

S. O. Lutz 

H. F. Marsh 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B. Cutts . .. 



New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn . 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Oskalooda, Iowa. 
Mlnneapolif), Minn. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Peoria, 111. 
Peoria, HI. 
Peoria, 111. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THB 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Olreotora. 


Postoffloe Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


T. P. Shonta 

R. ,T F<"»>«^11 , 


The Rookery, Chicago, 111 

No. 7 Nassau street. New York. N. Y. 

No. 268 Broadway, New York, N. Y 

New York Life building, Chicago, 111 

GKiarantee Loan Boilding. Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. 40 WaU street, New^ork. N. Y 

No. 77 Jackson stref t, Chicago, 111. 

No. 27 William street. New York, N. Y 

No. 18 Wall street. New York, N. Y.... 

No 69 Broadway, New York. N. Y 


September, 1W8 
September, 1908 
September, 1908 
September, 1904 
Sept«^mber,1904 
September, 1904 
September, 1906 


B. C. Hrwlley 

Henry A. Cwrdner 


L. F. Day 


G^60. R. Morse 


Paal Morton 


John B dearies 

Horace J. Morse 

L. 0. Weir 


September, 1906 
September, 1905 
September, 1906 


Bdwln Ijansdon ...... 


No. 820 Broadway, New York, N. Y 

No. 81 Nassanstreet. New York, N. Y 

No. 26 Broad street. New York. N. Y 


September, 1906 
September. 1906 
September. Wi 

September. 1907 


RnssellSage 


Bdv^in Hawley 

F. H. Davis. 


Na 26 Broad street, New York, N. Y. 


Gteo. Orooker 


No. 26 Broad street. New York, N. Y. 



1. Total nomber of stockholders at date of last election, 078. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 6, 1908. 
8. Giye postofflce address of general office, Minneapolis, Minn. 

4. Qive postotBce address of operating office, Minneapolis, Minn. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



177 



ALBIA AND CENTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Rsilroad line represented hy capital stock : 
1. a Main Hue. 





Terminals. 


§1 

1-1 


111 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. \ a Albla & Centervllle Railway 
eomoany 


Albia, Iowa 


Centervllle Iowa. 


24.44 




fSral: ..... ..... 


24.44 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name 



Location of Offlct. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

Auditor 

Oeneral manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Superintendent 

Acting superintendent of telegraph . 

Trafflcmanager 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Oeneral ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



F. M. Drake.... 

RuMellSage 

J. J Slocum. . . . 

Russell Sage 

C. W. Osborne.. 

L. Q. Scott 

L. F. Day 

H G. Kelley. . . 

M. Sweeney 

J. A. Davis 

W. T. Donnelly. 
J. N. Tlttemore 

S. G. Lutz 

H. F. Marsh.... 

A. R Cutts 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B Cutts 



Centervllle, Iowa 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Peoria, lU. 
Peoria, 111. 
Peoria, 111. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Mlnnespollp, Minn. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Name. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


F. M. Drake 


Centervllle, Iowa. 

New York City 


December 20, 1906 


BumellSag' 

0. W. Osborne 


December 20, 1906 
December 20, 1906 


New York City 


JB. 0. Osborne 


New York City 


December 20, 1906 


J. J. Slocum.... 


New York City 


December 20, 1906 



1. 

2. 
8. 
4. 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election, seven. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, December 20, 1902. 

Give postofflce address of general office, 81 Nassau street. New York City, N. Y. 

Give postofflce address of operating offloe, Guaranty Loan Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

12 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MANCHESTER & ONEIDA RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPBRTT OPERATED. 



1. RftilroAd line repreeented hj oapltal stock : 
a Main line. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



«4 



lis 

«joa 



1. a Manchester & Oneida Railway 

company Manchester, Iowa... Oneida, Iowa. 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

G-eneral solicitor 

Auditor 

General manager 

Superintendent of telegraph. 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 



A. Holllster 

M. F. LeRoy 

J. O. Hurbert 

Ohas. J. Seeds 

Fred B. Blair 

Joseph Hutchinson 

J. L. Sulliyan 

J. L. Sulliyan 

W. N. Wolcott.. . 
K. H. Hoyt 



Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchest^. 
Manchester, 
Manchesrer, 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration of 
Term. 


A. S. Blair 


Manchester, Iowa 


IstTnes. In April. 1904 
1st Tues. In April, 1(M» 
1st Tues. In April, 1904 
1st Tues. In April, 1008 
1st Tues. In April, 1906 
1st Tues. In April, 190S 
1st Tues. In April, 1004 
1st Tues. In April. 1906 


M. P. LeRoy 


Manchester,' Iowa 




Manchester, Iowa ................... 


Chiui. J. Seeds 


Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester. Iowa 


B. M. Oarr 


B. W. JewelL 

Wm. Hockaday 

R. R. Robinson 


W.L.Drew 


1st Tues. In April. 1904 
1st Tues. In April. 1906 


A.A.Morse 


Manchester, Iowa 


A. Holllster 


Mftnche«»ter, Iowa ...... 


IstTuee. lnApri>, 1906 
1st Tues. In April, 1006 
1st Tues. In April, 1906 


J. C. tlurbort 


Manchester! Iowa ... ................ 


B. H Hoyt 


Manchester, Iowa 


W. N. wolcott 


Manchester,' Iowa 


1st Tues. In AprU, 1900 


W. A. Abbott 


1st Tues- In April, 1904 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date ef election. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, April?, 1008. 
a Give postofflce address of general offlce, Manchester, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Manchester, Iowa. 
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MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPBRTY OPBRATBD. 



1 . Railroad line represented bj oapital atook : 

a Main line. 

b Branches and spurs. 
6. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. a The Minneapolis & St. Loois R.R. Ck>.. 
1. b The Minneapolis & Sc. Loois b.R. Go.. 



(k Northern Pacific Railway company 
Total 



Minneapolis, Minn . 
Kalo Junction, la.. 
Hopkins, Minn .... 
Manitou Jet., Minn 
Wlnthrop, Minn 



St. Paul, Minn . 



Angus, Iowa 

Kalo, Iowa 

Watertowh, 8. D., 
Tonka Bar, M*"» . . 
Storm Lake, Iowa. 



Minneapolis, Minn. 



.200.04 



871.69 
10.11 



641.84 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Secretary and assistant treasurer 

Treasurer 

General attorney 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent machinery and equipment. . 

General freight aeent 

Assistant general ireiffht agent 

General passenger and ticket agent 

C^ene^al baggage agent 



Edwin Hawley... 

L. F. Day 

Joseph G«9kell .. 

F. H. Davis 

Albert B. Clarke. 

L. G. Scott 

L. F. Day 

H. G. Kelley .... 

M. Sweeney 

W. T. Noonan... 
Geo. D. Brooke.. 
W. M. Hopkins.. 

J. L. Blake 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B. Cutts 



New York, N.Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn . 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn . 
Biinneapolis. Minn. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of term. 


F. H. Dayls 


New York, N.Y... 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, k.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y. ., 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 


October, IPOS 


L F.Day 


October, 1008 


J. B. Searles - 


October, IOCS 


Bdwln Hawley 

F. E. Palmer 

L 0. Weir 


October, 1004 
October, 1004 
October, 1004 


Geo. Crocker 

H. R. Huntintrton ... r .,.---,,. 


October. 1905 
October, 1905 


Edwin Langdon 


October, 1905 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 484. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 7, 1002. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Minneapolis, Minn. 

4. Giye postoffice address of operating office, Minneapolis, Minn. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



MUSCATINE NORTH & SOUTH RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad Une repreeented hj oapitel stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 




Mi 
111 


Name. 


Prom— 


To- 


1. a Muscatine North & South Railroad 
oompanj 


Muscatine.. .. 


Blriok Junction.. 


28.07 





OFPIOBRS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of Office. 


President 


W. M. Qorham 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
MianeaiK>Us.MlniL 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 


Pirst vice president 


H. P. Baloh 

Henry Jayne 

Henry Jayne 

Henry Jayne 


Secretary and treasurer.... 

General solicitor 


Attomev. or general ooTmsel 


Auditor 


Q-eo. Keeder 


Qeneral manager ....^tt.......... . 


Oha"- Howard 


Muscatine, Iowa 


Superintendent of telegraph 

Traffic manager.... . 


James A. Ooe 


Muscatine! Iowa 


Ohas. Howard 


Muscatine, Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expiration 
of Term. 



H. P. Balch 

M. J. Peppard... 
J. A. Nelson 
W. M. Gorham. 
H. W. Huttig... 
Henry Jayna.... 
P. M. Mnsner.... 



Minneapolis.. 
Minneapolis.. 
Minneapolis. . 
Philadelphia. 
Muscatine.... 
Muscatine.. . 
Muscatine 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 14, 1908. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Muscatine. 

4. GKye postoffice address of operating office, Muscatine. 
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NEWTONf & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPBRTY OPBRATBD. 



1. Railroad line represented b j oapital Btook : 
a Main Una 





Terminals. 


1 

SI 

gis 


ill 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Newton & Northweatem R. R. Co. 


Fraser, Iowa. . 


Qowrle, Iowa 


21 





OFFIOERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of 
Office. 


President 


Hamilton Browne 

8. T Mefterver 


Boone, Iowa 
Fort Dodge, Iowa 
Fraser, Iowa 
Ohloago. Ill 


First vice president .... 




Wm. A- KellT 

J. Josenh Wright 


Treasurer 


General manager 


Boone^ Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffloe Address. 



DateofBzpira- 
tlonof Term. 



Hamilton Browne . 
B. Sidney Shepard 

H. W. Poor 

8. T. Meservey 

Wm. A. Kelly 



Boone, Iowa 

New Haven. N. Y. . 
New York. NY .. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa . . 
Fraser, Iowa. 



May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last eleetlon, 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. May, 1908. 
& GHve postofflce address of general office, Boone, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Boone, Iowa. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH kKV€ASj lUCPOBT OP THE 



TABOR & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PBOPBBTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented hj capltel stock : 
a Maine line. 





Terminals. 


III 


Ijl 

111 


Name. 


Prom- 


To- 


1. a Tabor & Northern RaUway 


Tabor 


Malvern 


.... 


8.7* 



OFFIOBRS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of the board .. . 

President 

First vice president 

Secretary and treasurer. 

Auditor 

Traffic manager. . 



Robert McClelland 
Robert McOleUand 
Thos. McClelland 

H. C. r>ye 

R. a McClelland.. 
R. 8. McCleliand 



Tabor, Iowa 
Tabor, Iowa 
Qalesburg, III 
Tabor, Iowa 
labor. Iowa 
Tabor. Iowa 



ORCJANIZATION 


Names of Directors. 


Po:itofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


Robert McClelland 


Tabor, Iowa 


June 10. 1906 
June 10. 1906 
June 10. 190« 
June 10. 1906 
June 10. 1906 


Thomas McClelland 

J. M. Bacham 

H. C. Dye .•... 


Galesburg, ni 

Pasadena, Cal 

Tabor, Iowa 

Tabor, Iowa 


R. a McClelland 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last electloa. 48. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors. June 10, 1908. 
a Qive postofflce address of general office. Tabor. Iowa. 

4. Qive postoffice address of o];>eraling office. Tabor. Iowa. 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPBBTY OPERATED. 



1. 1 Railroad line represented bj capital stock : 
a Main line. 
6 Branohes and spnra. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL BBPORT OP THB 



\ 



OFFIOflRS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



Ohairmaa of ezeontlve oommittee. . 

President 

Vice president 

Secretftry 

AaslBtant seoretMy 

Treasurer 

Qeneral solicitor 

General ooonsel . 

Assistant general cooaseL 

Oomptroller 

AsslBtant comptroller 

General auditor 

Superintendent of transportation. . . 

Ohief engineer 

Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph 

Freight traf&o manager 

General freight agent 

First assistant general 'freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general passenger agent. . 
General passenger and ticket agent. 

General iMkggage agent 

Land oomxnusioner 

Traffic director 

Assistant traffic director 

Director of purchases 



B. H. Harriman 

Horace G. Burt 

Wm. D. Cornish. 

A*— *""•— 

Ji 

F Orosby. 

V 

V oe. 

L 

V 

B 

B 

B 

J( 

H 

J f 

V 

V 

L 

J. A. Munroe 

B. H. Wood 

Ohas. J. Lane 

W. R. Garrett 

G. Fort 

B. L. Lomaz. 

A. Traynor 

a A. McAllaster 

.1.0. Stubbs 

B. Campbell 

W V a Thorne 



. Y. 

. Y. 

Y. 

. Y. 

Y. 
, Y. 
. Y. 
. Y. 



, Mo. 



Denver, Colo. 
Cheyenne, Wya 
Omaha, lieb. 
Omaha, Keb. 
Omaha, Keb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Keb. 
Omaha, Keb. 
Omaha. Keb. 
Council BlufPs, Iowa 
Omaha, Keb 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, lU. 
Kew York, N. Y. 



ORGANIZATIOK. 



Oliyer Ames 

Horace G. Burt 

T. Jefferson Cool^dge, Jr 

Thoe. T Bckert 

Loui«i Fitzgerald 

George J. Gk>uld 

B. H. Harriman , 

Maryin Hughltt , 

James H. Hyde 

OttoH. Eahn 

Charles A. Peabody , 

Wlnslow 8. Pierce 

Henry H. Rogers 

Jacob H. Schiff , 

Jam^sStillman , 



Boston, Mass 

Omaha, Keb 

Boston, Mass 

Kew York. K. Y 
Kew York, K. Y. 
Lake wood, K. J. 

Arden, K. Y 

Chicago, IlL 
Kew York, KY... 
Morristown, K. J 
Kew York, K. Y. 
Kew York. K. Y. 
Kew York. K. Y. 
Kew York, K. Y., 
Kew York, K. Y 



October 


18. 


1908 


October 


18, 


1906 


October 


iS 


1908 


October 


iS 


1906 


October 


18, 


1906 


October 


l£ 


1906 


October 


iS 


190B 


October 


18, 


1906 


October 


iS 


1908 


October 


18. 


1906 


October 


18. 


1908 


October 


18. 


1906 


October 


iS 


1904 


October 


18, 


1908 


October 


l£ 


1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election : Preferred, 11, 876 ; common, 3, 480. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 14, 1902. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office, 120 Broadway, Kew York, K. Y". 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Omaha, Keb. 
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WABASH RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPBRATBD. 



1. Railroad line represented hj capital stock : 

a Main line. 
8. Line operated under lease for spedfled sum. 
6, Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. a The Wabash Railroad . 



Lines leased: 
Louisiana & Pike Oonnty R.R 
Hannibal Bridge Ctompanr . . 
Brunswick & Chillioothe B.R. 
St. LoulB, Ck>uncil Bluifs & 
Omaha Railroad 

Lines operated under Joint 
trackage arrangements : 

Qraad Trunk Railroad. 

Qrand Trunk Railroad 

Brie Railroad 

Brie Railroad. 

Detroit Union Depot A Sta- 
tion company . 

Pere Marquette Railroad . 
Chicago & Western Indiana 
fiSroad 

Chicago & Western Indiana 
Rai&oad 

Chicago Terminal Transfer 
railroad 

Chicago, Burlington & 
Quinc J Railroad . ... 

Chicago, Burlington & 
QnincV Railroad 

Toledo, Peoria & Western Ry 

Toledo, Peoria & Western Ry 

Keokuk Bridge company. 

Missouri. Kansas & Texas Ry 

Terminal Railroad Associa- 
tion of St. Louis 

Chicago & Eastem Illinois 
Railroad 

Terminal Railroad Associa- 
tion of St. Louis 

Hannibal & St. Joseph R R 

Iowa Central Railway 





hi 


Ml 


III 
l1l 



Maumee 

Butler 

Toledo 

Bluifs 

Clayton 

Sidney 

Decatur 

EdwardsYille 

C. & W. I. Junction . . 

Shumway 

Fairbury Junction .... 

Delray 

Montpelier 

Attica 

St. Louis (Tayon Ave.) 

Moberly 

CentraUa. 

Moalton 

Albla 

Salisbury 

St. Louis (Carr St ).. . 
Excelsior Springs Jet . . 

Pattonsburg 

Qnlncy 



Maysville 

East Hannibal . 
Brunswick .... 



OhiUlcothe . 



Detroit 

Wel.and Junction . . 
Suspension Bridge. . 
Black Hock 



Detroit Union Dei)Ot . 
Delrax 



Chicago 

State Line (Ind.& 111.). 

Clarke Junction 

Camp Point 



Quincy 

Elyaston 

Forrest 

Hamilton . 

Hannibal Bridge Track 



Bast St. Louis . 
AUamont 



St. Louis(Union Stat'n) 

Harlem 

Albia 



Montpelier 

New Hayen 

Bast Hannibal .. . . 

Camp Point 

Blvaston 

Champaign 

East St. Liouis . 

Bdwardsville Junction 

Effingham 

Altamont 

Streator 

Butler 

Clarke Junction . . . 

Ooylngton 

Harlem 

Ottumwa 

Columbia 

Albia 

Chesterfield 

Glasgow , 

Ferguson. , 

Milwaukee Junction 
Council Bluifs 



Plttsfleld... 
Hannibal .. 
CmiUcothe . 



Pattonsburg . 



Black Rock 

Susuension Bridge . 

Buffalo 

International Junction 

Delrax 



C. & W. I. Junction 
C. & W. I. Junction. 
State Uaednd. &I11.). 
Qnlncy 



East Hannibal 

Hamilton 

Fairbury Junction .... 

Keokuk 

Hannibal( Union Depots 

St.Louis(Union Stat'n) 



Tayon Avenue 

Kansas Citr 

Albia Connection . .. 



49.5 
26.7 
4605 

ao.4 

84.5 
11.7 

110.1 
1.7 

2054 

95 

80.9 

109.8 

149.0 
14.8 

274.8 

131.5 
21.6 
28.8 
65.8 
15.4 
10.7 
9.6 

148. 
0.9 



6.2 

8.0 

88.2 

41.4 



227.1 
17.8 
25.6 

48 

4 5 
0.1 

8.0 

11.8 

5.8 

21.8 

17.8 
6.6 
6.1 
1.8 
0.4 

8.8 

0.8 

0.7 
1.6 
0.2 



l,9.\i.8 



83.8 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



PROPERTY OPERATE D-CORTiimD. 





Terminals. 




|ii 


Nama 


BVoni— 


To- 


Mlflsonrl, Kbdms & Texas Ry . 


TTfciiTillml 

St. Lonis (OUve street) 
Chesterfield 


Moberly 


60.7 
0.6 
2.4 
2.1 

0.8 




Mistonri, Paoiflo Railway .'. 


Carr Street 




Des Moines Union Railway.. 


Dee Moines. 




Union Paoiflc Railway 


Conndl BliiffB ..,.,.,.. 


Omaha 




OhioagOtMinnei^oJig & St. 


^vsoBf^ha Boossotton *• 


Ooonell BtattB (Union 
Depot) 






UL7 

2,48S.S 


Total mOeage operated . . 





OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Offlee. 



Chairman of board 

President 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitor 

Attorney, or general counsel 

Auditor 

Assistant auditor 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraphy 

Freight traffic manager 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passen ger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent . 

General ticket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



O. D. Ashley .. .. 
J. Ramseyi Jr.... 
Edgar T. Welles.. 
Milton Enlght.... 
Wells H. Btodgett 

A- C. Bird 

J. C. Otteson 

F. L. O'Learr 

Wells H. Blodgett 
Wells H. Blodgett 

D. B. Howard 

T. J.Tobln 

W. S. NewhaU.... 

H. L. Magee 

8. B. Cotter 

H. G. Clark 

J. S. Goodrich 

G. M. Bums 

A. B. Bobbins 

G. C. Kinsman.. . 

M. Knight 

8. B Knight 

P. W. Coyle 

C. 8. Crane 

H. V. P. Taylor.. 

C. 8. Crane 

H. V. P. Taylor.. 
8. H. Orerholt.... 



New York City. N.Y. 

St. Louis. Mo. 

New York City, N.Y. 

St. Louip, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

Chicago. 111. 

New York City, N.Y. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis. Mo. 

Peru, Ind. 

Decatur, 111. 

Moberly, Ma 

Detroit, Mich. 

Buffalo, N. Y. 

Decatur, III. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Ma 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Ma 

St. Lonis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis. Mo. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


O. D. Ashley 


New York City. N. Y. ... 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City. N.Y 

New York City, N.Y 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y 

Toledo, Ohio 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y. . .. 

New York City, N. Y 

St. Lonin. Mo 


2d Tues. in October. 1908 


Geo. J.Gould 


2d Tues. in October, 1909 


Edgar T . Welles 


8d Tues. in October.- lOOft 


Henry K. McHarg 


2d Tues. in October, 190B 


C J, Liawrence 


2d Tues. in October.. 1908 


Winalow L. Pierce 

L C. Reynolds 


2d Tues. in October, 1906 
2d Tues. in October. 190B 


Edwin Gould 


2d Tues. in October, 190B 


Thos. H. Hubbard 


2d Tuee. In October. 190B 




2d Tues. in October. 190B 
2d Tues. in October. 190B 


Russell Sage .'. 


J. Ramsey, Jr 


2d Tues. in October, 190B 


Jarne-* Bazen Hyde New York Cltv, N. Y 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, not known. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 14, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office. St. Louis, Mo. 

4. Giye postoffice address of operating office, St. Louis, Mo. 
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WXUJCAR & SIOUX FALLS RAILWAY COMPANY. 



1 . Railroad line represented by capltel stock : 

a Main line. 

2. Proprietary oomiianies whose entire oapltal stock is owned by this company. 
5. Line operated nnder trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



1. a WiUmar & Sionx Falls Railway. . 

2. Bionx Olty A Western Railway 

6. Union Terminal Oo 

Chicago, Milwankee & St.Paul Railway 
Combination Bridge Co 



Willmar, Minn.... 
Oarretson, 8. D. .. 

So. Sionx City, Neb 

In Sionx City, Iowa 
Junction with W. 
aaFRy. . 

Jonct'n with i racks 
of Union Termi- 
nal Company 

Jonct'n with tracks 
of CM. &St. P. 
Ry 



Sionx City, Iowa . 
Yankton, S. D. ... 



228.76 
8a49 



O'Neill, Neb 


129.16 


Junct'n with trackf^ 
of the C. M. &at. 
P. Ry 

Junct'n with tracks 
of Combination 
Bridge Co 

South Sioux City, 
Neb 


1.67 
.60 
1.16 







804.26 
129.16 



Total. 



8.82 

"iseTre 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



, Location of 
Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Secretary and treasurer 

Oeneral solicitor 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Assistant general superintendent. 

DlTlsion superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent.. 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent. 

General ticket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent .... 
General baggage agent! 



Louis W. Hill... . 
R.I. Farrlngton . 

B. Sawyer 

M. D. Ciroves 

John G. Drew 

L. R. Martin 

F. B. Ward 

A. H. Hogeland . . 

G. T. Slade 

B. L. Brown 

L. W. Bowen 

B.J. Little 

F. B. Clarke .. .. 
W. W. Broughton, 
H. A. Kimball.... 
F. I. Whitney 

C. B. Stone 

F. I. Whitney 

C. B. Stone 

S. A. Smart 



St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul. 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
Willmar, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 



Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
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TWENTY SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Direotora. 



Poatoffiee Addresa. 



Date of Expiration of 
Term. 



LooiflW. HUl... 
R. I. Farrln^ton 

B. Sawyer 

W. D. Oroves... 
J. W. Blabon.... 



St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn 
St. Paul, Minn 



When snocesBor is elected 
When snooeaaor is elected 
When Bnoceaeor is elected 
When Bocoeasor is elected 
When snooesBor in elected 



1. Total number of Btockholdera at date of last election, six. 

2. Date of last meeting of stookholdera for election of direotorB, October 9, 1902. 
8. Give postoffloe addrees of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

4. Give postoffloe address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 



CEDAR RAPIDS & MARION CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



The total length of road is 13. 06 miles, of which there is within the city limits of Cedar 

Rapids 0.26 mUes 

In the inoorix>rated town of Kenwood 79 miles 

In nncorporated territory in Marlon township Sdmfles 

Inthedtjof Marlon 1.16 miles 

Total 12.061 
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INTER-URBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPBRATBD. 





Terminals. 


|1! 


III 
|1! 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a later-UrlMUi Railway oom- 
pany 


Des Moines, Iowa. < 


Yalley Junction Iowa 
Army Poet 


28^ 
2 26 
18.80 

6.4e 






Flint Valley 




Total 




28.87 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of the board 

President 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

G-eneral solicitor 

Attorney or general counsel . 

Auditor 

Qeneral manager 

Chief enslneer 

(General freight agent 

General passenger agent 

G^eneral ticket agent .... 
Qeneral baggage agent 



H. H. Polk 

H. H. Polk .... 

A. W. Harris 

W. J. Haskit 

G. B. Uippee.. .. 
N. T. Guernsey. . 

A. P. Chamberlaii 

O. L. Wight 

H. H. Polk 

F. S. Cummins... 
F. J. Johnson 

B. K Bigler 

E. B. Bigler 

B. B. Bigler 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MASON CITY & CLEAR LAKE TRACTION COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Raili*oad line represented by capital stock : 
a. Main line. 





Terminals. 


1 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


L a Mason Cltv & Olear Lake 


Mason Citv 


ClearLake 1 14.88 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Secretarj 

Treasurer 

Oeneral solicitors 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Assistant general manager 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 



W. B. Brice 

F.J. Hanlon 

F. J. Hanlon 

W. E. Brloe 

OUggitt, Role & Keeler. 

F. J. Hanlon 

W. E. Brice 

F. J. Hanlon 

G. A. Emery 

G. A. Emery.... 



Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City. 
Mason City. 
Mason City, 
Mason City. 
Mason City. 
Mason City. 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Poetol&ce Address. 


Date of Expiration of Term. 


W E. Brloe 


Mason City 

Mason City. 


First Tuesday in Janaary, 1004 
First Tuesday in January, 1004 


F.J. Hanlon 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, eight. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 6, 1008. 
8. Gi7e postofflce address of general office, Mason City, lofra. 

4. Gi7e postofflce address of operating office. Mason, City, Iowa. 
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WATERLOO & CEDAR PALLS RAPID TRANSIT CO. 
OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Nftxne. 



Location of 
Office. 



President 

IHrst Tice president 

Secretary 

Treaenrer 

Oeneral eollcltors 

Auditor 

Oeaeral mana^r 

Chief engineer 

CKeneral freight agent . . 
C4eneral passenger agent. 
Oeneral ticket atrent 



Waterloo, Iowa 
Sumner, Iowa 
Sumner, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 



Waterloo, 
Waterloo, 
Waterloo, 
Waterloo, 
Waterloo, 
Waterloo, 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 


Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


Ij. a Oass 


Waterloo, Iowa 

Rumner, Iowa....... 

Chicago, III 


January. 1904 
January, 1904 


J. F. Cass 


E. K. Boisot. 


January! 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, three. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholdf^rs for election of directors, January, 1908. 
8. Qive postofflce address of general office, Waterloo, Iowa. 

4. Give poatoffice address of operating office, Waterloo, Iowa. 
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DECISIONS. 



No. 2559—1903. 

Bbfo&b thb Board op Railroad Commissionbrs op thb Statb of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Masoa City & Port Dodge Railroad company 
for permission to condemn lands in Pottawattamie county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of tfte Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands. as provided by section 1996 of the 
Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly and section 1 , chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly, in Pottawattamie cotmty, S^ate of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad company to the Board stating the desire of 
said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railroad company, to wit: 

Lot twenty (20) in block ten (10) In Williams' Pirst Addition to Council Bluffs, 
Iowa. 

In witness whereof, this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Pottawattamie county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 4, 1902. 



No. 2560—1903. 

Bbforb thb Board of Railroad Commissioners of thb Statb of Iowa. 

In the matter of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company for permission 
to condemn lands in Boone county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad com- 
pany for permiSJBion to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
Code of 1897, as amended by section 1» chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
Geotral Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 

(195) 
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Assembly, In Boone county, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the New- 
ton & Northwestern Railroad company to the Board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for the 
use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railroad company, to wit: 

That said proposed extension will cross the northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter; the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter and the northwest quarter 
of the northwest quarter, all in section 18, township 84, range 26, Boone county, 
Iowa, and that part lying east of the Des Moines river of southeast quarter of the 
northeast quarter of section 13, township 84, range 27, Boone county, Iowa, to 
wit: An additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the east side of said 
right of way and an additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the west 
side of said right of way, both said strips of land lying adjacent to, and running 
parallel with said right of way, beginning at Construction Station No. 250 in said 
southwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 18 and extending in a 
southerly direction to Construction Station No^^ 259, a distance of 900 feet, and an 
additional strip of land fifty feet in width on the east side of said right of way and 
an additional strip of land fifty feet in width on the west side of said right of way, 
both said strips lying adjacent to, and running parallel with, said right of way, 
beginning at Construction Station No. 259 and extending in a southwesterly direc- 
tion through said southwest quarter of the northwest quarter to the northwest quar- 
ter of the southwest quarter of section 18, township 84, range 26, a distance of 656 
feet, and, t>eginning at the north line of said northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter of said section 18 and extending in a southwesterly direction to the east line 
ot said northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of said section 18, a distance of 
1 , 120 feet, an additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the east side of 
said right of way and an additional strip of land on the west side of said right of 
way fifty feet in width, both of said strips lying adjacent to, and running parallel 
with , said right of way . 

In witness whereof, this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Boone county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 5, 1902. 



No. 2561—1903. 

Bbforb the Board op Railroad Commissionbrs of tbs State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn lands in Mills County, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of 
the Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly, in Mills county. State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
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of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railway company to the Board, stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for the 
use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railway company , to wit: 

A strip of land 190 feet in width across the north twenty acres of the northeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 29, township 72 north, range 41 west of 
fifth P. M. Said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line parallel to, 
northerly from and ninety feet distant, measured at right angles, from the center 
line of the north main track of the new location of the railroad of the Chicago , 
Burlington & Quincy Railway company, as said center line is now located, staked, 
and marked through and beyond said northeast quarter of the southeast quarter, 
and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly from 
and 100 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of said north 
main track, containing four and six-tenths acres more or less. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and duly 
signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed with 
the clerk of the district court of Mills county, Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, December 23, 1902. 



No. 2562-1903. 

Bbforb thb Board op Railroad Commissioners op thb State of Iowa . 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands in Montgomery county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of 
the Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, of the laws of the Twenty-ninth 
General Assembly, in Montgomery county, 2$tate of Iowa, the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of 
the Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy Railway company to the Board stating the 
desire of said company to condemn property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conform- 
ity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify 
that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands 
described in said application are necessary for the use of said railway company, 
to wit : 

A strip of ground 250 feet in width through the northwest quarter of section 28, 
township 72 north, range 39 west of the fifth P. M. , said strip being bounded on 
the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and 120 feet dis- 
tant, measured at right angles from the center line of the north main track of the 
new location of the railroad of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany, as said center line is now located, staked and marked through and beyond 
said premises, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, 
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southerly from and 130 feet distunt, mei|«tajced 9jt rigbt angles from said center line 
of said north main track ; a strip of sroun4 310 feet in width through the north- 
east quarter of the northeast quarter of section 29, township and range as afore- 
said, Said strip heing bounded on the northerly side by a line parallel to, north- 
erly from and 150 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of 
said north main track of the new location and bounded on the southerly side by a 
line which is parallel to, southerly from and 160 feet distant, measured at right 
angles from said center line; also a strip of ground 230 feet in width through the 
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of said section 29. Said strip being 
bounded on the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and 
110 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of said north main 
track, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly 
from and 120 feet distant , measured at right angles from said center line ; also all 
that portion of the nerthenst quarter of the northwest quarter of the said section 
29, which lies north of a line, parallel to, southerly from and 110 feet distant » 
measured at right angles from said center line of said north main track. Con- 
taining in all thirty-three and sixty-nine one hundredth acres more or less. 

A strip of land 130 feet in width through the northwest quarter of section 26 » 
township 72 north, range 39 west of the fifth P. M. Said strip being bounded on 
the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and sixty feet dis- 
tant measured at right angles from the center line of the north main track of the 
new location of the railroad of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany, as said center line is now located, staked and marked through and beyond 
said section 26, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to» 
southerly from and seventy feet distant, measured at right angles from said center 
line of north main track; also a strip of ground described as follows: Beginning 
at a point on the east line of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion 27, township and range as aforesaid, 180 feet northerly measured at right 
angles from the center line of said north main track , thence westerly, parallel to, and 
180 feet distant, measured at right angles, from said center line 700 feet; thence 
south to a point 100 feet northerly, measured at right angles, from said center line 
of north main track; thence westerly parallel to, and 100 feet distant, meas- 
ured at right angles, from said center line to the west line of said northeast quar- 
ter of the northeast quarter; thence south along said west line to a point which is 
110 feet southerly from said center line, measured at right angles thereto; thence 
easterly parallel to, and 110 feet distant, measured at right angles from said cen- 
ter line to the east line of said quarter quarter; thence north to place of beginning, 
also, a strip of ground 130 feet in width through the northwest quarter of the 
northeast quarter and the east half of the northwest quarter of said section 27. 
Said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line whkh is parallel to, 
northerly from and sixty feet distant, measured at right angles from said center 
line, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly 
from and seventy feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line; also 
a strip of ground 210 feet in width through the west half of the northwest quarter 
of said section 27, said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line which 
is parallel to, northerly from and 100 feet distant measured at right angles from 
said center line, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to» 
southerly from and 110 distant, measured at right angles from said center line . 
Containing in all thirty and twenty-three one hundredth acres, more or less. 
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In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be ei^acuted and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court o£ Montgomery county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 23, 1902. 



No. 2563. 

Bbforb thb Board of Railroad Commissionbrs of thb Statb of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Payette county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
Supplement to the Code of Iowa of 1902, in Payette county, State of Iowa, the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon 
the application of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company to the Board 
stating the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more 
particularly described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded 
in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application , and do 
hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the 
additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such 
railway company, to wit: 

Commencing on the south section line at a point 212 feet west of the southeast 
comer of the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 9, township 
91, north, of range 10, west of the fifth P. M, Payette county, Iowa; thence north 
100 feet, thence west 2,265 feet more or less to the Little Wapsie river, thence 
south 100 feet to the south line of said section, thence east 2,265 feet more or 
less to the place of beginning, containing five and twenty hundredths acres, more 
or less. 

Nothing herein shall give the railway company the right to occupy or in any 
way disturb, impair or injure the highways crossing or running along the property 
aforesaid . 

It is expressly provided, however, that the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway 
company shall, in the original construction of its railway, construct, build and 
maintain a bridge over what is known as Otter creek, said bridge to be not less 
than one hundred feet in length and sufficiently wide at the creek bed to provide 
adequate and free passage of all water, and that the channel of said Otter creek 
shall not be changed or diverted in such a way as to materially impede or obstruct 
the flow of water therein. And it is further provided that tne said railway com- 
pany shall take proper and due care of all the water that may accumulate in the 
borrow-pit and excavation which may be made in and upon the property afore- 
said in such a manner that no damage shall be done thereby to any adjoining 
property, and the right to condemn and acquire the real estate aforesaid shall be 
made to depend upon the conditions herein expressed and imposed upon said rail- 
way company. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Payette county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 
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No. 2564-1903. 

BSFORB TBB BOARD OF RAILROAD COlOaSSIONBRS OF THB STATB OF lOWA. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Payette county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the Supple- 
ment to the Code of Iowa of 1902, in Payette county, State of Iowa, the Bourd of 
Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the ap- 
plication of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company to the Board stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity 
with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, 
in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners the additional lands de- 
scribed in said application are necessary for the use of such railway company , 
to wit: 

A strip of land seventy-five feet in width across the northwest quarter of the 
northwest quarter of section 17, township 91, north of range 10, west of the fifth 
P. M.. Payette county, Iowa, lying adjacent to and parallel with the south right 
of way line of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company, except the west 
183 feet thereof. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Fayette county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 



No. 2565—1903. 

Bbporb THB Board of Railroad Commissionb&s of thb Statb of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Story county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the Sup- 
plement to the Code of Iowa of 1903, in Story county, State of Iowa, the Board of 
Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the ap- 
plication of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company to the Board stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conform- 
ity with law to examine into the matter of said application , and do hereby certify 
that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands 
described in said application are necessary for the use of such railroad company, 
to wit: 

A strip of land 100 feet in width , commencing at the north and south quarter 
line of section 32, township 83, range 24, and extending in a southeasterly direc- 
tion, parallel to and adjoining the north line of the right of way now owned by 
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said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company, a distance of 1,480 feet and con- 
taining thirty*eight one hundredths acres; 

Also a strip of land fifty feet in width, parallel to and adjoining the south line 
of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company, across 
the northwest quarter of said section, containing forty-eight one hundredths of an 
«cre; 

Also a strip of land fifty feet in width, commencing at a point on the north 
«nd south line which is 556.9 feet east of the north and south line of said section 
■32, and running thence in a southeasterly direction parallel to and adjoining the 
south line of the right of way of said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company , 
to the north line of Van Fleet street in the town of Kelley and containing eighty- 
«ight one hundredths of an acre, and being in said section 32; 

Also a piece of land in the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 
32 , bounded and described as follows: Commencing at the intersection of the 
north line of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad com- 
pany and the east line of the right of way of the Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company, and running thence in a northeasterly direction along the east line 
of the right of way of the said Chicago & North- Western Railway company a dis- 
tance of 337 feet, thence in a southeasterly direction 560 feet to a point which on 
the north line of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad 
company is 337 feet in a southeasterly direction from the point of beginning, 
thence in a northwesterly direction along said north line of said right of way to 
the place of beginning and containing one and two-tenths acres. 

In witness whereof this Boigrd has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Story county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, June 26, 1903. 



No. 2566—1903. 

Sabula Drawb&idgb Intbrlockbr. 

In reference to approval oE changes in the Sabula drawbridge interlocking sys- 
tem on Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. On October 24, 1902, Mr. W. 
H. Elliott, signal engineer of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com- 
pany, wrote the Board as per the following letter: 

Owing to changes in station platform at Sabula, which is west of the drawbridge, we have 
found it impossible to run our wire.-) to distant signals Nos. 5 and 7 so that they can be operated 
with any certainty. The distances are entirely too long from the interlocking machine. Will 
you please approve of my changing signal No. 7 for west bound main line r rains to a power oper- 
ated signal and have this signal work in connection with the home signal and the home block 
elgoal which we have pat in new location, which is marked in red on plan? 

Distant signal No. fi, on the Elk river line, we would prefer to take out altogether, as there 
mre but few trains now using this line. Practically no trains run by the station without making 
«tops, and therefore the distant signal Is not needed. 

Tou will remember we have an electric distant signal working on the east side of the river, 
and have found the same very satis. actory, and want to put in the same kind of arrangement 
for east bound trains. 

Kindly approve these plans and return one to me for my file. 

Upon examination of the plans showing proposed changes, the Board 
Approved the same on December 4, 1902. 
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No. 2567—1903. 

INTBRLOOKBB AT BOWAS. 

To all whom it may wmoem: 

Know Yb. That the Interlocklag deyioo, with ite various parts and appliances, sttnated at 
the croflslDgs of the tracks of the Ohlcago Qreat Western Railway company with the tracks of 
the Barlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company at or near Rowan station, Iowa, 
having been dnly inspected and examined under authority ot the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient 
for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thbrstobx, It is hereby ordered, that the said Interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorlste the abovemeationed railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Oommission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

First— BaAd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent persoi or persons, so long as it shall be In use under this permit. 

Seeond—Kach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing disiance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, mea speed of 
train must be governel by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the ( er of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— Jifo change shall be made In the loc vtion of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, wirhout the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whbbbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa 
has caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by Its secretary, this 18th day 
of December, IWSt. • 



No. 2568—1903. 

INTKBIiOOKXB AT ABION. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, with the 
tracks of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, and the Fort Dodge & Omaha Railroad 
company (Illinoi<) Central Railroad company), at or near Arion station, Iowa, having been dnly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device. 

Now, Thxbxtobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same l8» 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

2!^r«^— 9ald companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-clav working order and in good repair, and shall provide for ite efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it ^lall be in use under this permit. 

Second— "Ba^sh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and In no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and croa'-lng, or at crossing. 

Third—No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 
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If Wrrans Wbbbbov, The aald Board of Railroad Commi^oners of the State of Iowa has 
oanaed these preeents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 8rd day of 
FebmaiTi 1906. 



No. 256^-1903. 

IirTBaU>OKBR AT HICKS. 

To aU whom it may conoem: 

Enow Yb, That the interlooking device, with its varioos parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company with the tracks 
of the Ohioago Oreat Western Railway company, at or near Hicks station, Iowa, having been 
duly inspected and examined onder authority of the Board of Railroad Oommlssioners of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of sueh device, 

Now Thxbitobh, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same Is now constructed, and these presents 
shall authorise the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing 
without stopping, until the further order of this CtomnUsslon ; subject, liowever, to the following 
conditions, to wit : 

F<rs<— Said companiea shall oause said device to be frequently inspected, and ahall keep the 
same in ilnt-olass working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

5eeoiMf-*Baoh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. **Oontrol," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case ezoeed the power ef the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distanoe should danger appear between distance signal and 
orossing, or at crossing. 

TMrd^lSfo change shaU be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in 
the meobanioal construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the 
approval of the Oommlsrion ; and, in ease of any such change without such approval having first 
been obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

Iv WrrmBB Whxrbw, The said Board of Railroad CtommlssioBerd of the State of Iowa, has 
esnsed these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 9th day of 
March, 190& 



No. 2570—1903. 

IRTBBLOOKBB AT IOWA VALUB. 

To tM whom it may eoncem : 

Ebow Yb, That the Interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossing of the tracks of the Illinois Oentral Railroad company with the tracks of the Ohicago, 
Book Island A Padilc Railway company, at or near Iowa Falls station, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Thbbbfobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlooking device be, and the same 
Is, hereby approved in manner and form as the samj9 is now constructed, and these presents shall 
snthorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commisi^ion: subject, however, to the following 
eosditlons, to wit : 

FAr«i— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
ttms in flrst-cIa9S working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its effiolent operation 
bf a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 

sad shall intxseed under control over said crossing. "Control, "as here used, means speed of 

train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no oase exceed the power of the 

trilomen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 

nd crossing, or at crossing. 
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TAird— No change shall be made in the looation of aaid device, or any of its xMtrts, nor in the 
mechanical constmotion thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of thd Commission ; and, in case of any such chaige without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In WiTNcas Whbrbov. The said Board of Railroad Commlsdoners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 4th day of 
May, 1908. 



No. 2571—1903. 

INTEBLOCKBB AT GAMBBIDOE. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Ketow Yb, That the interlocking device, with its various parte and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Ohicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul llailway company, with the tracks 
of the Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern Railway company, at or near Cambridge station, 
Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Com. 
missioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found snitableand sufficient 
for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Thbbbforb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioaed railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the foUowiag 
conditions, to wit : 

First— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Seeond—Eaoh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. **Control," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop tra'n within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once oeaae. 

In Witnbss Whebbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 12th day of 
May, 1903. 



No. 2572—1903. 

INTBBLOCKBB AT WASHINGTON. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the tracks 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Washington station, Iowa, 
having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa, a4 provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient 
for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thbbbfobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad compa lies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit; 

2^'r«t— Said companies shall cauFe said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and In good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 
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Second— Emoh. engine and train shall be broaghl under control after imsBlng distance signal 
and aball proceed under control OTer said croflsing. * 'Control," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed hj brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
train men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance 
signal and crossing, or at crossing. 

TMrd—lXo change shall be made in the location of paid device, or any of it parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the mannei- of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission: and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In W1TNB88 Whebbof, The said Board of Railroad commissionerB of the State or Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secre|;ary, this 25th day of 
May, 1908. 



No. 2573—190:?. 

IRTSBIiOGKKR AT OAPBON. 

To all wfu}fn U may concern: 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the 
tracks of the Iowa Central Railway company at or near Capron station, Iowa, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device. 

Now, Thibbfobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the svneis, 
hereby approved in maz ner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commispion ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit: 

^'Yrf e— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Stfcond— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proced under control over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of train 
mnst be governed by brake x>ower at command, and in no case exceed the x>ower of the trainmen 
to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and crossp 
ing, or at crossing. 

Third— ISo change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such a pproval having first b^en 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at pnce cease. 

Iir WiTNxas Whsbxct, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 29th day of 
May, 1906. 



No. 2574-1903. 

INTEBLOOKBB AT MA1TLT. 

To aU whom it may concern : 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago Qreat Western Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company and Iowa Central Railway company, at or near 
Manly Junction station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been 
found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thbbbtobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 4s 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same Is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
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oat stopping, tintll the farther order bt this Gomtnisslon ; sabject, however, to the followlnff 
oondltions, to wit: 

J^frtf— Said oompanles shAll oaase said devtoe to be f reqaently Inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-class working order and In good repair, and shall provide for its effloient operation 
by a competent i>erson or persons, so long as it shall be in oae under this permit. 

Second —Kwoh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance stgaal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here U8«d, means speed of 
train most be- governed by brake power at command, and in no ca^e exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

TViird— No change shall, be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whsbeot, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 8rd day of 
August , 1008. 



No. 2575-1903. 

ISTBBIX>GKSB AT MOORIiAND. 

To all wTtom it may eoneern: 

Enow Yx, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Moorland station, Iowa, having 
been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Now Theretobe, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the Fame is, 
hereby approved In manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit : 

First— 8tdd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as It shall be in use under this permit. 

Second-Ksuah engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. *' Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— ^o chAnge shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whebeov, The said board of Railway Commiwioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 1908. 



No. 2576-1903. 

INTERLOCKEB AT 80MEB8. 

To all wfiom it may concern : 

Enow Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, with the tracks of 
the Mason City & fiV>rt Dodge Railway company, at or near Somers station, Iowa, having been 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOABD OF RAILROAD 00MMIS8I0NBRS. 207 

dolj inspected and examined under anthority of the Board of Railroad CommiflBionere of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and haring been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Mow, Thsbsvobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them to run said crossing without 
stopping, until the further order of this Oommission ; subject, however, to the following condi- 
tions, to wit: 

^rf (— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-clais working order and in good repair, uid shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Eacih. engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' * Control, " as here used, means soeed of 
train most be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the x>ower of the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
crossing, or at croasinir. 

Thirdr-lSo change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same vrithout the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witnbbs Whuubot, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 1908. 



No. 2577—1903. 

INTERLOOKKB AT LOHR TILLS. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Ya, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company and Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company with the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
eompany at or near Lohrvllle station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under 
authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and 
hAvlng been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Thsbrtobb, It is hereby ordered that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them to rtm said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

JPVrst— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Seeand-^Eadh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed <tf 
train, most be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing,' or at crossing. 

TMrd—TS^o change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Oommission ; and, in case of any such change, without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witnsss Whbbsov, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by Its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 1908. 
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No. 2578—1903. 

IRTSBLOOKXB AT LTNBT. 

To all whom it may eoneem: 

Krow Yb, That the Interlocking device, with its varions parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossiogd of the tracks of the Ohloago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the tracks 
of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company at or near Linby station, Iowa, having 
been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commlssiouers of 
the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the pur- 
poses of such device, 

Now, Thkbxtobb, It is hereby ordered, thafe the said interlocking device be, and the same is 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out Btopiiing, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit: 

^r«c— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently Inspected, and shall keep th<t 
same in flrst-ttlass. working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person, or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Secondr-'Sich. engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing, ''Control," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and In no case exceed the x>ower of the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— "So change shall be made In the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained^ the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In WiTKxas Whbbbot, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa faaa 
caused these presents to be signed by Its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 27th day of 
October, 1908. 



No. 2579-1903. 

irtxblockxb at oambbidob. 
To all whom U may concern: 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company and the Dea 
Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern Railway company, with the tracks of the Newton & Northwest- 
ern Railway company, at or near Cambridge station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and 
examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as pro- 
vided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Thbrbtobb, It is herebv ordered, that the said interlocking devloe be, and the i^me 
is, hereby approved In manner and form as the same Is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following con 
dltions, to wit: 

Firtt—Sttid companies shall cause said device to be frequently Inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

iSf^eond— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distanoe signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control,* ' as here used, means speed of train 
must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen 
to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
croasing, or at crossing. 

Third— JKo change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its i)arts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

Ik Witnxbb Whbrxof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 2l8t day of 
November, 1908. 
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No. 2580—1903. 

INTERLOCK BR AT WEBT KBTTHSBURG. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Ye, that the interlocking device, with its variona parts and appliances, situated at the 
drawbridge of the Iowa Central Railway companj, over the Mlaaiasippi river, at or near West 
Keithftbnrg station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined nnder the authority of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been 
foond suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, THEBEroRK, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
iB hereby approved, in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railway company to run said drawbridge without stopping, until 
the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the follow conditions, to wit : 

^r«/— Said company shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under thii permit. 

Second—Each, engine and train shall be brought under control after oasfdng distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said bridge. * * Control, as here used, means speed of train 
mu^t be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of trainmen to 
readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and bridge, 
or at bridge. 

Third^No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereor, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commissio ■ : and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, the said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary at Des Moines, 
this 27th day of November, 1908. 



No. 2581—1903. 
Bbforb thb Board of Railroad', Commissioners op the State of Iowa. 
In the matter of the Eighteenth Street Viaduct in th« city of Des Moibes, Iowa. 
Piled March 4, 1902. 

OPINION. 

This is a proceeding, prosecuted by certain of the citizens of the city of Des 
Moines, who, acting for themselves and also for said city, asking the Board of 
Railway Commissioners, under section 770 of the Code of 1897, to determine 
whether or not a viaduct is necessary for the public safety and convenience over 
the Keokuk & Western Railway, and also asking for the approval of the plans and 
specifications of said viaduct submitted therewith. 

Said section provides as follows: 

Cities having a population of seven thousand and over shall have power to require any railroad 
company, owning or operating any railroad tracks upon or across any public streets of such city, 
to erect, construct, reconstruct, complete and maintain, to the extent hereinafter provided, any 
viaduct upon or along such streets, and over or under such tracks, including the approaches 
thereto, as may be declared by ordinances of such city necessary for the safety and protection of 
the public. The approaches to any such viaduct shall not exceed a total distance of eight hundred 
feet, but no such viaduct shall be required on more than every fourth street running in the same 
direction, and no railroad company shall be required to build or contribute to the building of 
more than one such viaduct, with its approaches, in any one year, nor shall any viaduct be 
required until the Board of Railroad CommibSioners shall, after examination, determine the same 
to be neoesaary for the public safety and convenience, and the plans of said viaduct, prepared as 
hereinafter provided, shall have been approved by fsaid Board. 
14 
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The Board of Railroad Commissioners fixed 1 o'clock, p. m., March 25. 1902, 
for the hearng of this proceeding. At the time so fixed, the citizens who were 
interested therein, and also as representatives of the city of Des Moines, namely: 
Geo. B. Peak and Geo. P. Henry, appeared for and in behalf of the applicant. 
The Keokuk & Western Railway appeared by its general manager, Mr. A. C. 
Goodrich. The Board, upon this hearing, duly inspected the premises and also 
the highway leading to and along said Eighteenth street. In addition to such 
inspection the parties also presented their views respecting the necessity of such 
viaduct as well as the opposition of the railway thereto. The municipal council of 
the city of Des Moines adopted an ordinance passing upon the necessity of said 
viaduct, and demanding that such viaduct be constructed . The Board of Railroad 
Commissioners, who are also required to pass upon the necessity of such viaduct, 
are obliged to consider many things which do not and can not be taken into con- 
sideration by the said city counciL 

That subsequent to this hearing there was filed with the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners the following: 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Des MoTNis, Iowa. July 20, 1002. 
Stati of Iowa, Cotthty of Polk, 
City of Des Moinis. 

I, B. R. Bennett, city olerk of said city, hereby certify that at a meeting of the City Coandl of 
said city of Des Moines, held on the 21st day of July, 1902, among other proceedings the following 
was adopted : 

No. 040. Be it Resolved by the City Council of the City of Des Moines: That the accompany- 
ing plans and specifications for a Tiaduct over the Keoknk & Western, or Chicago, Burllzigton 
Sb Qnlncy Railroad on West Eighteenth btreet (or the Bloomfleld Road) which have been approved 
by the Board of Public Works be apd the same are hereby approved, it being distinctly understood 
that if such viaduct shall hereafter be ordered by the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of Iowa to be built by said railroad companies or either of them, the same shall be built 
without any expense to the city for damages to abutting property owners or otherwise. 

Moved by Prunty to adopt. Motion carried. Yeas, 8; nays, none. Van Dyck not voting. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year 
first above written. 

B. R. BsNNXTT, City Clerk. 

Subsequent thereto on or about January 22, J 903, the following paper was 
filed with the Board: 

CITY CLBRK'8 OPPIOB, 

Des MoT!n», Iowa, January 22, lOOa 
State of Iowa, County of Polk, 
City of Des Moines. 

I, B. R. Bennett, city clerk of said city, hereby certify that at a meeting of the City Council of 
Haid city of Des Moines, held on the 10th day of January, 1008, among other proceedings the fol- 
lowing was adopted : 

No. 1010. Be U Resolved by the CUy Council of the City of Des Moines: That roll call No. 
046, passed July 21, 1002, whereby the plans and specifications for a viaduct over the Keokuk & 
Western or Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad on west Blghteenth street (or the Bloomfleld 
Road) were approved, said viaduct, if ordered by the Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, to be built without expense to the city for damages to abutting property owners, be and 
the same is hereby rescinded and repealed. 

Moved by Van Dyck to adopt. Motion carried. Yeas: Brereton, Fraley, Barley, Higgins, 
King, Prunty, Smith, Van Dyck and Whitney (0) ; nays, none. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and 
J tar first above written. 

B. R. Bennett, City Clerk. 
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It would seem from the foregoing that there is no provision made for the plans 
or specifications or the approval thereof of the City Council. It will also be 
observed that there is no provision made for the appraising, assessing and deter- 
mining the damages which may be caused to any property by reason of the con- 
struction of the viaduct and its approaches as provided for in section 771 of the 
Code. And the Board is of the opinion that this matter is not now in such a con- 
dition as to authoriz:; it to take any action thereon. 

It will be observed that, as a matter of fact, while no estimate has been filed 
with the Board with reference to the cost and expense of the construction of this 
viaduct, the parties hereto at the time of the hearing promised and agreed to sub- 
mit such estimate to the Board . Prom the Board's observation and knowledge 
of the usual and ordinary construction of such a viaduct it is the opinion of 
the Commission on the present showing they would be inclined not to ap- 
prove the construction of the viaduct at this point and especially is this true where 
the viaduct does not include the Chicago Great Western Railway but only the 
track of the Keokuk & Western Railway which runs parallel to and with the Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, ir03. 



No. 25S2 1903. 
Before the Board op Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 



Charles £. Root, 

V. 

The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 



Petition for Cattle Guard at Farm 
Crossing. 



Northern Railway Company. 
Complaint filed October 8, 1902. 

opinion of the board. 

The petition filed in this case was as follows: 

Comes now Charles E. Root In above-entitled cause and respectfully states to the Board: 
That the Burlington, Oedar Rapidd & Northern Railway company, defendant, is a railway cor- 
poration duly organized under the laws of the State of lo^^ a, and doing bnsiness in the State of 
Iowa and in Keoknk county, Iowa, and that said company has an office for the transaction of 
business at and is located at the towns of Webster and of South EngUsh both in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa, and is and has been for some time last past operating a railway upon 
and along its right of way which it owns which runs through my (plaintiff's) farm and land 
described below, I (plaintiff) owning land on both sides of its right of way, and that the said cor- 
poration, under and by virtue of section 2022 of Oode of Iowa, if« authorized and it is made the 
duty of said corporation, when so requested to do, to make and keep in good repair one cattle 
ffuard, and one causeway or other adequate m^ans of crossing the same at such reasonable place 
au may be designated by the owner, when said owner owns land on both sides of any railway, 
and I (the plaintiff) aver that one .Vf. A. Sfcrock is and on February 18, 190?, was station agent of 
said corporation at oouth Bngli«h, Keokuk county, Iowa; and that one Albert Kalona is and at 
last above said date was section foreman of the section of the defendant's railway which runs 
through my (plaintiff's) land described below, and I (the plaintiff ) aver that he did notify and 
request said corporation through its agents, M. A. Strock and Albert Kalona, in writing, which is 
hereto attached marked Exhibits * 'A" and ' 'B"and made a part of this petition, to make and keep 
in good repair one cattle guard, and one causeway at the reasonable place designated in said 
notice and request, said notice and request having been served on date as given on return of 'same, 
by my (plaintiff's) duly authorized agent. I(plalntlff) further aver that said cor poration(def end- 
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ant) has failed, neglected and refused to comply with said request and notice and has failed to 
make said cattle gaard or causeway or other adequate means of crossing the same either at the 
place designated in said request or any other place on my (plaintiflTs) land. I (plaintiff) further 
aver that I am the owner of and own all the following described land situated in county of Keo- 
kuk and State of Iowa, except the strip owned by said corporation (defendant) and used as their 
right of way in operation of their railway, to wit : The west half of the northeast quarter of 
section 27, township 77 north, range 11, west of fifth principal meridian in Keokuk county, Iowa, 
and that said land is situated on both sides of said corporation's (defendant's) right of way and 
railway which runs through said land. I (the plaintiff) further aver that I am personally inter- 
ested therein, and the owner of said real estate, and that I sustain, and will in the future sus- 
tain, damage by the nonperformance of said duty, and by the failure of the said corporation (de- 
fendant) to make and keep in good repair said cattle guard and causeway or other adequate 
means of crossing the same, being largely interested in farming and stock raising. That per- 
formance has been demanded by me (plaintiff) and refused and neglected by said corporation 
(defendant); that I (plaintiff) am a farmer and carry on the business of farming and raising 
stock and my said business makes it necessary for me to often cross said corporation's (defend- 
ant's) right of way oftener than daily, and that said cattle guard and causeway is an actual 
necea<«ity as well as a convenience of mine (plaintiff) there being no adequate means of crossing 
said corporation's (defendant's) right of way. That I (plaintiff) have been damaged by the fail- 
ure, neglect and refusal to perform said duty in the sum of five hundred dollars. 

Wherefore, I (plaintiff) move and request the honorable Board to order, and I pray for an 
order commanding the said corporation t-o forth with make and keep in good repair one cattle guard 
and one causeway, at the place designated in said notice and request of mine (plaintiff) to said 
corporation (defendant) as set out in said Exhibits ' *A" and ' *B" and made part of this petition, 
and that said corporation (defendant) may be enjoiaed and restrained from refraining, failing or 
refusing or neglecting the performance of said duty, and that I (plaintiff) have and recover of 
defendant the sum of five hundred dollars with interest and costs of this request. 

Charles E. Root, 

By A. M. A8HORA.FT, 

Attorney for Oharles E. Root. 

To the foregoing the railway company filed an answer as follows: 

Comes now the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company and for answer to the- 
complaint or petition of Charles E. Booc herein, says: 

First. It admits that it is a railway corporation organized and existing and was operating a 
road as stated in said complaint. 

Second. For further answer it states that it is informed and believe^ that the complai ant is 
the owner of about eighty acres of land adjoining the right of waf of said railway company : that 
said railway line divides said eighty acres, about forty acres being on the south side of the track 
and forty acres on the north ; that complainant's dwelling, barn and outhouses are about one 
quarter of a mile north of the track of the said railway company ; that there has been constructed 
and is now maintained over the tracks of the railway company a private crossing at grade, with 
gates and approaches, which crossing is in good condition, and has been so constructed and main- 
tained for a number of years ; that said crossing is so located as that a person at the crossing can 
and does have a ctear view of the train for one half of a mile approaching in either direction ; that 
the crossing so constructed and maintained by said railway comnany is entirely adequate and fur- 
nishes to the complainant an adequate means of crossing the right of way and tra^k of said rail- 
way company ; that a cattle guard or cattle guards would have no tendency whatever to make the 
crossing more adequate, nor furnish to the complainant a more adequate means of crossing the 
said right of way and railway track ; that the present private crossing so constructed and main- 
tained was so constructed at that point at the suggestion of the complainant herein or his grant- 
ors ; that the complainant has never asked that the location of said crossing be changed ; that the 
complainant does not in his written notice ask that there shall be any change in the location of the 
present crossing, and in his complaint admits that there is a private crossing on his farm . 

The railroad company admits that it has declined to construct any cattle guard at this cross- 
ing, and avers that it so declines to construct the same for the reason that a cattle guard would 
not in any manner tend to make the present crossing more adequate, and for the reason that 
there is already a sut&cient and adequate crossing across this right of way and track where it 
passes through the land belonging to the complainant. 

Wherefore it asks that the complaint be dismissed. Cabboll Wbioht, 

John I. Dillk, 
Attorneys for B. , C. R. & N. R. 
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After due notice the Board fixed November 25, 1902, on the premises, for a 
hearing in this case, at which time and place testimony was introduced by the 
complainant. The railway company introduced no testimony at that time. The 
respondent company was represented by Mr. Carroll Wright, its attorney, and the 
complainant by himself and his attorney, Mr. A. M. Ashcraft. 

At the close of the hearing the Board announced that at a later date , in the 
office of the Board at Oes Moines, Iowa, the Commissioners would hear arguments 
of counsel and such further testimony as either party might desire to introduce. 
Jan uary 28, 19 03, 10 o^clock, a.m., was fixed as a date for such hearing and due 
notice was given all parties. The complainant appeared by Mr. C. T. Jones, 
attorney, the respondent company being represented by Mr. Carroll Wright, 
attorney . 

The railway company introduced some testimony with reference to the cost of 
building and maintenance of crossings with cattle guards, etc. , and the attorneys 
argued the case before the Board . 

This is a proceeding brought under section 2022 of the Code, to compel the 
building of cattle guards, including wing fences, at private or farm crosings. , 

The undisputed facts are that plaintiff is owner of the west half of the north- 
east quarter of section 27, township 11 ^ range 11; that the defendant's railway 
crosses said land in an easterly and westerly direction, having about thirty acres 
on the north side of the right of way and sixty acres on the south side; that his 
farm buildings an; on the north side of the right of way; that the plaintiff has a 
grade crossing at a suitable place with adequate gates to approaches thereto. The 
evidence of plaintiff shows that the land is used for general farming purposes , 
including the raising of livestock; that he has at this time seven head of horses, 
including work horses, and seven head of cattle; that his water (well) is on the 
north side of the right of way, and that no effort has been made by him to obtain 
water on the south side of the right of way . The evidence of defendant shows 
that the crossing in question is the kind of crossing that is used generally at farm 
or private crossings in this State; that to put in cattle guards and wing fences as 
asked by petitioner would entail an expense of about sixty dollars for surface 
guards and about eighty dollars for pit guards; that such guards are a menace to 
the safety of employes running trains and to the general public traveling on rail- 
ways . 

The counsel for plaintiff in arguing the case says: "We admit the petitioner is 
not entitled to cattle guards and wing fences as a right, and these must be shown 
to be necessary to the proper use of the premises before the Commission will be 
warranted in ordering them put in . " 

Counsel cites Boggs v. Railway, 54 Iowa, 435, and Gray v. Railway^ 37 Iowa, 
119, to sustain his contention that cattle guards and wing fences are necessary in 
this case, but in both of these cases the supreme court decides that the plaintiff is 
entitled to an open crossing to reach the public highway, which is not the case in 
this action, as plaintiff has free access to the public highway without crossing de- 
fendant's tracks. 

The location and character of such crossing must be determined with 
due regard for all interests involved in its construction and maintenance , —among 
these are the reasonable use which the land owner desires to make of it, its ex- 
pense, and the effect it will have upon the operation of the railway and the safety 
of life and property. In Truesdale v. Jenson, 91 Iowa, 312, the court says: "The 
iand owner cannot dictate the kind of a crossing he will have. " 
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There is no question but that crossing the right of way of a railway is in- 
convenient for owners of farms, but private inconvenience must always be sub- 
servient to the public welfare. 

A former Board of Commissioners in its Annual Report for 1896, says: 

The experience common to everyone nsing the railway as a means of travel and the official 
inspeetion of the roads made by the Commissioners impreesee us with the dangers arising from 
tbSd oarelees and hence criminal neglect to keep closed the gates connected with these farm 
crossings. 

With the kind of a crossing asked by the plaintiff in this case, the temptation 
to leave the gates open would be greatly increased. 

We think this plaintiff has a crossing fully equal to the ordinary farm crossing: 
in this State; that he has not shown that cattle- guards and wing fences are neces- 
sary to the proper use of the premises as a farm . 

The order is denied . 

The cases of 7. B. Flory v. Same, J. W, Grove v. Same, and J. H, Wngner 
and F. D, Grove v. Same, being of the same character, the testimony introduced 
being practically the same, the arguments made applying to all cases alike, the 
Board makes the same holding with reference thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa. April 9, 1903. 



No. 258^-1903. 

Bbforb the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

F. H. Long, Manning, 1 

V. I 

Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway ^ ^^^^^ Crossing, 
Company. I 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

decision of the board. 

F. H. Long, by Attorneys Salinger & Korte, filed a complaint before the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners asking that A hearing be granted to him and an 
order made requiring the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company to furnish 
the complainant a private crossing, which complaint is substantially as follows: 

He is the owner of a tract of ninety acres located in the northwest quarter of section 17, 
township 82, range 86, Carroll county, Iowa. Immediate! j to the south of the southern portion 
of his said land lies the incorporated town of Manning, Iowa. On the west and south, one 
Briggsi, owns seventy acres, and on the east lieti a tract of 100 acres owned by Levan ; all of which 
fully appears by the plat hereto attached as a part hereof and marked Exhibit * 'A. '* 

The said re8x>ondent has lawfulU laid out a right of way whereon to operate its railroad, a^d 
saldright of way runs diagonally from northeast to southwest, traversing apart of the tracts 
owned by Levan, complainant, and Briggs. Said right of way is 100 feet wide. Before said 
right of way was established and laid out, the stream marked F, O, H, on said plat existed as 
is shown on said plat. At the point where the private road A, B, C, crosses the line of said 
stream, complainant has in the past maintained a bridge, which has been taken out by high 
water, and which he cannot replace without encroaching on said right of way. By reason of the 
establishment of said right of way, a new stream has been created, which is shown on said plat 
by the line D, E. The line A, B, C, found on the plat, show8 the location of a private road, 
which complainant has traveled over his own land and to said town for many years, and said road 
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forms his only outlet to said town . By reason of the existence of said right of way, complainant 
can no longer reach all parts of this land, and the said town, by said road, or directly in any 
other way, unless the respondent furnishes him a grade crossing, such as indicated by the double 
blue lines on said plat. 

The said respondent refuses to furnish the said crossing but proposes instead, to furnish one 
such as is designated on the said plat by a parallelogram marked in red lines. 

Your complainant stateb that the sai I proposed crossing is Inadequate and would put him 
to great damage and incoavenience; that It would oblige him to leave the said road at the point 
where it crosses the said old stream, to make a new road from said point west, to build a bridge 
over said old stream at the western end of Huch new road, to make a new road south to the cross- 
ing proposed by respondent, to build a bridge over said new stream, to make a crossing over part 
of respondent's rlgho of way, to make a new road from the line of said righ"; of way to the old 
road connecting with said old road at a point east of said offered crowing aid south of where the 
said old road intersects the old stream and th%t this would entail traveling a distance west and 
then returning that distance to the east. That the said crossing which complainant desires is 
adequate, and proper and practicable and at a reasonable expense ; that said respondent refuses 
to furnish said crossing. 

Wherefore your complainant prays that a hearing may be granted to be held at Manning, 
Iowa, and that your Honorable Body order the respondeat to furnish the said crossing Indicated 
on the said plat by said double blue lines. 

Thereupon proper notices were given the railway company with reference to 
such complaint and reply was made thereto by its attorneys, Healy Brothers & 
Kelleher. Subsequent thereto, at Carroll, the matter was presented to the Board 
informally, all interested parties being present, and it was then represented by the 
railway company that they would send the engineer to the premises owned by Mr. 
Long and try to amicably adjust the same. The Board was advised from time to 
time that the railway company was willing and disposed to arrange the matter of 
controversy to the satisfaction of Mr. Long. From subsequent developments the 
Board reached the conclusion that there could not be a satisfactory arrangement 
made between the landowner and the railway company, and after an examination 
of the conditions existing with reference to this controversy the Board reaches the 
conclusion that the railway company shall construct and maintain a proper and 
suitable crossing at the surface grade or at such reasonable elevation as the cir- 
cumstances demand which shall include the construction, by the said railway 
company, of a bridge crossing the Nishnabotna creek, as same is diverted by said* 
railway company, with a sixteen-foot roadway at a point commencing on the north 
side of the right of way of the railway company two hundred (200) feet westerly 
of the west line of the private road of Mr. Long, which is now, or before the con- 
struction of the railway was, in use by him; thence at a right angle across the rail- 
way company's right of way to intersect said private road on the south side of the 
railway company's right of way, and said railway company is hereby requested » 
directed and ordered to construct said crossing as herein provided within forty 
(40) days from date hereof. 

Des Moines, Iowa. May 5, 1903. 

I, Dwight N. Lewis, secretary of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the State of Iowa, do hereby certify the attached to be the decision and order of 
the said Board in the case of F. H. Long v. Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway 
Company^ made and entered of record this 5th day of May, 1903. 
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No. 2584—1903. 

Bbforb thk Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 



In the matter of Amendment No. 4 to Iowa Ctassification No. 12. 



In this matter notice was issued as follows: 

STATE OF IOWA. 
Board of Railroad Commissioners. 

NOTICE of change AND REVISION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS* CLASSIFICA- 
TION. 

To whom it may concern: 

Notice is hereby given that in pursuance of law the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa will on Tuesday, May 5, 1903, at 2 o'clock p.m. 
meet at its office in Des Moines, Iowa, for the purpose of making such changes or 
revisions in its classification of freights as it may determine just and reasonable, 
and any and all persons who may be interested therein are invited and requested 
to appear before the Board on that day. 

THE BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS, 

By DwiGHT N. Lewis, 

Secretary . 
Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 

The following changes, among others, have been requested: 

Classification Proposed. 

Feed, including gluten meal, N. O. S C. L. Corn Tariff Rates. 

Glucose Refuse, N. O. S C. L. E 

Msh Globes L. C. L. 3 

Sticky Fly Paper L. C.L. 2 

Diamond Vise, boxed L. C.L. 4 

Manila Wrapping Paper At present not rated. 

* ' Ocean Waves* * At present not rated . 

Oil Barrels, empty, returned L. C. L. i 4th das. 

Oil in Barrels L. C. L. 4 

Castor Oil in Barrels . for lubricating purposes L. C. L. 3 

Cereal Products , N. O. S L. C. L. 4 

fVire Fence Stretchers (not barbed wire stretchers) at present 
not rated. 

Steel Couches, io\^^^ L. C. L. \\ 

Stone (all kinds) , crushed , for road making purposes L. C. L. 4 

C. L. Soft Coal (lump) rates to correct error of 
omission in Amendment No. 3. 

CLASSIFICATION OF RAILROADS. 

Rearrangement of, on account of change of names, etc. 

Subsequent to the issue of the foregoing notice, the U. N. Roberts Company, 
of I davenport, Iowa, filed a request with the Board that the following changes 
should be made in Iowa Classification No. 12: 
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' ' Doors — Common pine, redwood, fir, cypress, or cedar, glazed with other than 
plate, leaded or stained s:lass, L. C. L. 4." This to follow the Western Classi- 
fication. 

On the day named in the notice the Board met at its ofiBcein Des Moines, Iowa, 
and called up the subjects as they appeared in the notice. 

In the matter of feed, including gluten meal, N. O. S. , and glucose refuse, N. 
O. S., the rating asked for by Mr. J. N. Tittemore, general freight agent Iowa 
Central Railway company, was not objected to. 

In reference to fish globes, the Iowa Seed Company, of Des Moines, had sub- 
mitted evidence that in official classification fish globes are rated same as glass- 
ware, fourth class; that by the Iowa and Western Classification the rate is double 
first class. It was contended on the part of the railway companies that fish globes 
are not shipped by freight in Iowa to any extent and that on the shipments com- 
plained of by the Iowa Seed Company, the Western Classification would apply. 
There being no representative of the Iowa Seed Company at the meeting, although 
notice had been sent that company, this question was passed for further informa- 
tion. 

In the matter of rate asked for on sticky fly paper no objection was entered by 
the railway companies represented . 

It appeared that the Diamond Vise was in reality a vise and anvil combined, 
and no objection was made to the application of Western Classification on such 
articles. 

The subjects of Manila wrapping paper and "ocean waves" were passed as 
rulings had already been made covering these articles. 

In the matter of oil barrels, empty, returned, it was shown by the oil com- 
panies represented at the hearing, that ale, beer, mineral water and porter barrels 
were allowed one-half fourth class rates when being returned for refilling. The 
railway companies represented objected to the one- half fourth class rates being 
given, on the ground that it was too low; that cider and vinegar barrels took 
fourth class rate when being returned , and were less objectionable as frieght than 
the oil barrels, and that the one-half fourth class rate on the barrels referred to 
by the oil shippers had always been regarded as too low by many of the railway 
companies. 

On the subject of oil in barrels objection was made to the rate asked for on the 
ground that it was lower than the rate granted anywhere in the West by railway 
companies; that it would have the effect of reducing the rate all over the West with- 
out any benefit to the consumer, and that the railway companies' revenue should 
not be reduced without some benefit accruing to the consumers. Considerable 
argument was offered on both sides of this proposition. 

On the subject of castor oil in barrels, for lubricating purposes, no objection 
was offered to the rates asked for . 

In the matter of cereal products, N. O. S.. no objection was offered to the 
application of Western Classification rates (L. C. L. 4, C. L. 5). 

On the subject of fence stretchers for woven wire fence (not barbed wire 
fence stretchers) no objection was made to the application of the same rating as 
applies on woven wire fence. 

On the subject of steel couches, folded, no objection was made to the rating 
asked for. 

On the subject of stone, as this was merely to supply an omission, no discus- 
sion was had . 
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On the subject of doors, common pine, etc. , no objection was made to the 
amended reading as asked for by the U.N. Roberts Company of Davenport. 

On the subject of amended classifications of railroads, the matter was postponed 
for further consideration . 

There were present, representing the oil shippers, Messrs. G. H. Ruth of 
Marshalltown, G. Collins of Cedar Rapids, and A. J. Andrews of Des Moines. 
The railway companies were represented as follows: Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company by Mr. R. A. Belding; Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway company by Messrs. R. F. Weeks, Commercial Agent andC. H. Crooks, 
Chief Clerk; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company by Messrs. W. B. 
Hamblin. Assistant General Freight Agent, W. H. Hill, Division Freight Agent 
and R. A. Belding, Commercial Agent; Illinois Central Railroad company by 
Mr. W. R Bascom, Assistant General Freight Agent. 

The Board took the matters presented to it under consideration, all members 
being present, and unanimously took the following action: 

Feed, including gluten meal, N. O. S., C. L. , Corn Tariff Rates. 

Glucose refuse, N. O. S., C. L. E. 

Sticky fly paper, L. C. L. 2. 

Anvil and vise, combined, including "Diamond Vise", L C. L. 3. 

Cider, vinegar and oil barrels, returned ^ L. C. L. one- half fourth class. 

Castor oil, for lubricating purposes, same as lubricating oils, N. O. S. 

Cereal products, N. O, S., in boxes or barrels, L. C. L. 4, C. L. 5. Fence 
stretchers, for woven wire fence, L. C. L. 4, C. L.5. May be shipped with 
woven wire fencing. 

Steel couches, folded, L. C. L one and one-half. 

Stone (all kinds), crushed, for road making purposes, L. C. L. 4, C. L., soft 
coal (lump) rates. 

This to correct error of omission in Amendment No. 3, as per circular 
issued on April 9, 1903; as follows: 

Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners. 
Circular No. 1 with reference to Iowa Classification No. 12. 
To whom it may concern: 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa in issuing Amend- 
ment No. 3 to Iowa Classification No. 12, taking effect May 10, 1902, inadver- 
tently omitted the following: 

Stone (all kinds) crushed for road building, L. C. L. 4, C. L. Soft coal 
(lump) rates. 

This should have been mide a part of item 51, page 85, Amendment No. 3, 
same as shown by Amandmsnt No. 2 to Iowa Classification No. 12, effective De- 
cember 31, 1901. 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners. 
By DwiGHT N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 

Doors, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass, common pine, 
redwood, cypress, fir, spruce or cedar, L. C. L. 4; also sash made of common 
pine, redwood or cypress, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass > 
L. C. L. 3. 
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The Commissioners ordered that the changes above noted should be prepared 
as Amendment No. 4 to Iowa Classification No. 12, to be dated May 5, 1903, 
effective May 26, 1903, and in accordance therewith the following was prepared , 
notice ordered published as required by law, and all railway companies to be fur- 
nished with copies of the Amendment: 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS, STATE OF IOWA. 



AMENDMENT No. 4. TO IOWA CLASSIFICATION No. 12. 
Datbd May S, 1903. Effective May 26, 1903. 
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Cabbisrb, Emftit, Returned: 

Cider Barrels, ODH-half fourth class, L. C. L 

Oil Barrelfl, one-half fourth c):uis, L. C. L 

Vinegar Barrels, one-half fourth class, L. C. L. . 
Cereal Products, N. O. S. , In boxes or barrels 



Feed, N. O. S., including Gluten Meal and Cereal Poultry 

ileal 

Fence Stretchers, for woven wire fencing — 

May be shipped with woven wire fencing at same rates. 

Couches, steel folding 

Qlucose Refuse, etc. , dry in bulk, C. L 

Anvils and ViseH combined, including ' 'Diamond'* vise 

Doors, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass : 

Common pine, redwood, cypress, flr, spruce or cedar 

Canceled. 

Sash made of common pine, redwood or cypress, glazed 
with other than plate, leaded or stained glaMs 
Castor Oil, for lubricating purposes, in tin cans, boxed or in 

till kegs with flat tops, inclosed in veneer or sheet metal 

Jpckets and in barrels, mixed car loads, min. C. L. 

w.lght24,0Q01bs 

Fly I'jiper, sticky 



Sto "- < all kinds) crushed for road building 

i his is to correct error of omission and does not affect 
ruling made by Amendment No. 3. 



C Corn tariff 
I rates . 
5 



I Soft coal 
• (lump ) 
' ratt's 



By orde. of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

DwroHT N. Lewih, 
Des Moines, Iowa, May 6, 1908. Secretary. 

The following notice was published as required by law in the Iowa Stat" Rei:- 
isier and the Des Moines Capital: 

NOTICE OF CHANGB AND REVISION IN IOWA FREIGHT CLASSIFICATION. 

To whom it may concern: 

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State 
of Iowa has revised its classification of freights, said revision to take effect May 
•<^6, 1903, and a copy of the same may be had by applying to the said Board at its 
office in Des Moines, Iowa. 

By order of the Board of Railroad Commissioners. 

D WIGHT N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 
Des Moines. Iowa, May 5, 1903. 
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Drainage. 



No. 2585-1903. 
A. M. Wray kt al., Kalona, "| 

V. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway Company . 

Petition filed Februarys, 1900. 
Petition in this case was as follows: 
To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commiaaionera: 

The undersigned r«sident8, citizens and land owners, litttated at and near Kalona, Washing- 
ton county, Iowa, do hereby- make complaint to jour honorable body, against the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company in this, to wit : 

jPYr«f— These petit oners represent and show that the town of E^alona U built and situated 
aboat one mile north of English river, upon a wide expanse of comparatively low grounds grad- 
ually rising from said river bank to the north, and that the only drainage there is for the town of 
Kalona and the country immediately to the west, north and east thereof, is into English river as 
aforesaid ; but that there are no creeks or natural waterways extending through said town of 
Kalona and the territory contiguous thereto, as herein mentioned ; but that all of said area is 
drained into said English river, by and through an artificial ditch, heretofore constructed over 
the north and west of said town of Kalona, down through said town, and then on southward to 
ndd river. 

Second— ThAt the Burlington, Cedar Rapids A Northern jRallway company Is engaged in the 
operation of a railroad east and west, through the south part of said town of Kalona, and that in 
the construction of its right of way, said railway company has established a grade four or five feet 
high over the entire length of said town ; and that said railroad right of way passes over said ditch, 
at or about Shaver street in said city, having constructed and erected thereon an eighteen-foot 
bridge over the said artificial ditch, hereinbefore reft<rred to. 

Third— Theae petitioners represent to your honorable body that said artificial ditch at one 
time was of such size and capacity that it carried off, on all ordinary occasions, all of the surface 
water from the area which it drained; but that the said eighteen-foot bridge of the said railway 
company was. is and always has been inadequate and too small to permit to pass through it, all 
the water received by said artificial ditch in the drainage aforesaid, even when there was only an 
ordinarily large amount of water, arising from the heavy rains or a fast melting of the snow; and ' 
that on account o^ the insufficient* size of said bridge, the said artificial ditch has become stopped 
and filled with trash, debris, dirt and other substances, so that it no longer has the capacity re. 
quired for the function for which it was constructed; that for the accomodation of said drainage 
In the proper and lawful way, said bridge should be taken out and a thirty-six foot bridge placed 
there in ite stead. 

Fourth— ^Theae petitioners state to your honorable body that on account of the defective, in- 
buiBicicnt capacity and smallness of said bridge of the said railway company, the property of 
these petitioners is overflowed in the spring of nearly every year by water coming from the north 
and west, flowing toward the south and backing up and gathering against the road bed of said 
railway company and spreading over their said real estate, and to their great damage and 
injury. 

(223) 
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IHfth —These petltionera farther state that upon application being made for county ditches 
before the board of sapervisors of Washington county, Iowa, during the fall and summer of 1899, 
the said Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, instead of furthering the 
interests of said matter and complying with the lawr and widening said bridge to the full size re- 
quired for the drainage therein sought to be established, filed a large claim, to wit : One thou- 
sand dollars, with the board of supervisors and refused to enlarge &aid bridge, except upon pay- 
ment of said sum. And that said matt er is now pending befo' e said board of supervisors, on the 
proposition of widening, deepening and clearing s^aid artificial ditch from the trash, debris, dirt 
and other substances the -eln contained, and that said matter is awaiting the action ot the rail- 
road company in widening the said bridge, for the reason that it would be useless to deepen, 
widen or clean out said ditch, unless said railway bridge is enlarged. 

Tour petitioners have been advised and believe that it is the plain duty of the said railway 
company to enlarge said biidge, so that the same will accommodate all of the water received by 
the aforesaid ditch. In the drainage of the aforesaid area ; and that it is not their duty, nor the 
duty of the taxpayers of Washington county, Iowa, or any part or portion thereof, to enlarge 
said bridge, or pay one thousand dollars or any other sum for said purpose. 

Wherefor, these petitioners pray that under and by virtue of the powers vested in you by the 
laws of the State of Iowa, that there be a hearing on this matter ; and that the said Burlington, 
Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company may be required by an order, duly enteied by your 
honorable body, commanding said railway company to enlarge said bridge to a thirty-six-foot 
bridge, so that the in juries and damages, which these petitioners have been and are sustaining, 
will cease, ttnd thus your petitioners will ever pray. A. M. Wrav, 

Thomas Brew £R. 

J. W^QNXR, 

and twenty-nine others. 

The petition was taken up with the. railway company and on May 11, 1900, 
reply was made as follows by Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent: 

Replying to yours of the 9th Inst. , I will state that the company believes that the ditch com- 
plained of in the petition of the people of Ealona, addressed to your honorable Board, is now 
sufficient to take care of all the water that may come to it. 

That if any overflow has occurred in the town of Ealona by reason of such ditoh, it was be- 
cause the same was not constructed in a straight manner and kept clean, but on the contrary was 
permitted to be filled with brush and other debris. 

Thattherailwaycompanyprotestsagainst the claim that it should change and alter its railroad 
bridge over this ditch, for the reason that the bridge is now sufficient for all practical purposes 
contempl 4ed when it was constructed. 

That the bridge in the clear is now eighteen feet wide, which is sufficient for all drainage pur- 
poses, and to take down one abutment of the bridge and enlarge the bridge to the extent the 
petition calls for would entail an expense to the company of over S900. 

The whole trouble in this matter seems to be that the owners of property adjacent to this 
ditch have negligently and carelessly allowed trees and biishes to grow along its .•-ides, and to use 
the bottom of the drain, when water was not running through it, as a dumping ground for tin 
cans and other debris, and that if the brush growing along its sides and the accumulations as 
above described in the bed of the ditch were removed, that there would be ample flowage room 
for all water that drains into it, without making any of the changes contemplated, except, per- 
haps, changing the course of the ditch where it winds through property in a very crooked way. 

The Commissioners fixed June 15, 1900, for a hearinjr. On that date the Com- 
missioners met all parties at Kalona. looked the ground over carefully and heard 
the testimony that was off ered . On July 12th the Commissioners addressed the 
attorney for the petitioners as follows: 

After giving the matter careful consideration, the Commissioners do not feel as though they 
should take any action in this case until the board of supervisors of Washington county 
have acted upon the petition which is before them. If the petition is granted by the supervisors 
and the ditch widened in compliance therewith, then, if the railway company refuses to provide 
the proper drainage under its track, this Commisi-ion will take the matter up and do what it can 
to compel the railway to do its lawful part. The c ase before this board will await the further 
action of your board of supervisors. 

The Commissioners undentand that adjustment was made that was believed 
to be satisfactory to all parties and time has developed that the difficulties have 
been removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2586-1903. 

J. B. Dennis, Township Clerk, Traer, 1 

V I 

^ ' „ ^, Y Dangerous highway crossing, 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- j 

ERN Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 4, 1900. 

Complaint in this case was really made by the township trustees through Mr. 
J. B. Dennis, clerk, and is as follows: 

This l3 to notify you that in Perry township, Tama county, we have a very had and dangerous 
crossing on the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway, situated ahout ose mile west of 
Traer, known as the Hartshorn crosslnt;. This crossing has always heen dangerous, hut the 
railroad company has just completed raising its track ahout eight feet (we are Informed) ; this 
additional height makes crossing exceedingly dangerous. The trustees of Perry township ask 
you to please come and look the situation over and decide the question of an underground 
crossing. 

The officials of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company have looked it 
over and admitted the neceaaity of an underground auhway,hut we have heen unahle to get them 
to ao». We request that yon take this needed improvement up with the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids A Northern folks at once; we want it done in 1900 if possible. The Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern stone masons are at Traer now constructing stone piers for crossing for Iowa 
and Western division of the Chicago & North- Western railroad, and maybe they could put this 
subway in after that is completed while men, etc. , are here. 

Yours, 

John Young, 
A. Antrim, 
J. B. Dennis. 

Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the respondent railway company, on June 
27, 1900, answered this complaint; also sending file of papers with reference to the 
crossing in question. Mr. Brady's letter is as follows: 

Answering yours of the 6th and 26th Inst., I enclose yoti herewith Burlington, Cedar Rapids 
& Northern Railway highway notice No. 168, known as the Hartshorn undertrack crossing in 
Tama county. A careful reading of all the papers attached to the cover Of this notice, I think, 
will Inform the board that the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway, at the time its 
g^ade was raised at this particular highway, was willing to put in an under-traok crossing, but 
owing to the difference of opinion as to whether the township trustees, or the board of super- 
visors, were legally authorized to order this improvement ; the former holding that they had the 
necessary authority to deal with the company, which opinion was contrary to that rendered by 
8. K. Tracy, our general solicitor, who held that only highway changes could be made with the 
knowledge and consent of the board of supervisors of the county, the work was not done at the 
time of the process of the reconstruction of our track in this vicinity. I think the Board will 
agree with me in the assertion that it was not the fault of the company that this delay occurred. 
The additional cost of this improvement now, over what it would have amounted to, if the under^ 
traok crossing had been made at the time of our track changes, is fully |1, 000. I desire now to 
make a proposition to the Board of Supervisors of Tama county, that if they will appropriate that 
Bom of money, the company will do all the additional work required to convey this highway 
under its right of way and traok at the point it is located in said county. Will you kindly have 
all iwpers enclosed herewith belonging to our flies returned promptly when they have served 
your purpose? 

The Commissioners, after carefully considering the papers enclosed to them, 
wrote the complainants giving their views in the following manner: 

The Board took this matter up with the railway company and in reply thereto Mr. Brady 
writes the Board on Jnnedrth, copy of which letter is enclosed. Mr. Brady enclosed copy of 
their files Ls this matter which includes letters and telegrams passing between the representa 
15 
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tlves of the Barlington, Oedar Rapids Sb Norkheru Railwaj oompany, the township tmsteea, ete. 
From careful examination of these papers It seemed to the Board that the oompanj agreed to 
con^tmot an ander-grade highway grossing eleven feet high in the clear and sixteen feet wide in 
the clear, withoat expense to the coanty, and that if the county desired greater head-room it 
would be provided for them at actual expense. It appears, however, that your county board of 
supervisors took no action with reference to this proposition and the company, of course, went 
on with the construction of its embankment. 

The Commissioaers are partial to either under-grade or overhead highway cro sings where- 
ever they can be constructed. In thi^ connection we quote you from the Commissioners' report 
to the Governor submitted last December, which is still in the hands of the printer: 

HIGH WAT VABM 0BO881NOS. 

' 'There has been within the last year a number of complaints against the railways, occasioned 
in some cases by the change of grade) thereon, where the same crosses the public highway. In 
some instances before the change of grade, the public crossing would have been considered rea- 
sonably safe as a grade crossing. After the change such crossings were hazardous and danger* 
ous. There has been more or less oontentlon on the part of public authorities having charge of 
the supervision of public highways, with regard to the meaning and construction to be given the 
decisions of the supreme court, wherein it has held that a railway company, where it crosses a 
public highway, should leave such crossing in the same or as good condition as it was before the 
construction of the railway. It has been claimed in most of the cases, on 'the part of the public 
authorities, that the rule laid down by the court requires of and makes it the duty of the railway 
company to remove any and all obstructions which in any wise prevent the view of approaching 
trains, whether the same is caused by the natural conditions and topography of the country, or 
otherwise, and whether the same may be caused by deep cuts and excavations. The question is 
an important one and is becoming more so each year, as Increased speed and the number of trains 
render such crossings more hazardous and dangerous. This question should receive the careful, 
prompt and effective action of the law makers, if additional legislation may be found necessary to 
fully protect the public and railways against this increa.«ed hazard and risk. It involves the lives 
of the traveling public, upon both the railways and the highways, as well as the employes and 
property of the railway companies. " 

In thii case the Oommissioners would suggest that if possible there should be at least twelve 
feet head room at this crossing. 

Touching the matter of the authority of the board of supervisors and township trustees over 
highways: The Oommissioners have universally held, following the Code and decisions of the 
courts, that the board of supervisors was the only authority having jurisdiction over county 
roads. And in case you desire to bring this case properly before the Railroad Commissioners 
your board of supervisors should take some definite action with reference to what the county 
wants the railway company to do at this crossing. 

The Commissioners believe this will indicate to you their position in matters of this 
kind. 

Considerable correspondence ensued and finally on September, 19, 1900, after 
due notice, the Commissioners met the parties on the ground, viewed the prem- 
ises and took all testimony that was offered . 

The resolutions that the company proposed should be passed by the board of 
supervisors of Tama county and which said county refused to accept, were as 
follows. 

Whereas, The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company has submitted a 
proposition to build, at the expense of the company, an underground crossing at a point one mile 
northwest of Traer, known as Hartshorn crossing, said underground crossing to be sixteen (10) 
feet in the clear in width and eleven (11) feet in the clear in height, and in addition to the above 
to so construct said underground crossing as to afford a clear height of twelve (12) feet, provided 
and on condition that the county of Tama assume the expense for such additional bottom foot, at 
the bottom of the masonry of stonework and excavation ,* therefore be it 

Resolved. By the county board of supervisors, acting for said county of Tama, that it hereby 
accepts the above proposition of the said Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway com- 
pany, and 

Resolved, That the said Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, in consid- 
eration of the construction of the underground crossing, as above set forth, be and is hereby 
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released from all obligation to maintain a grade croasing or other crossing at said point, and said 
crossing is hereby- accepted as sufficient in dimension, in construction, width and height ; and 

Re80lvedt That the said Burlington, Oedar Rapids A Northern Railway company, in consid- 
eration of the construction of said underground croasing, at said point, be hereby and is released 
from all other claims for damages of whatsoever nature, arising from the construction and main- 
tenance of said underground crossing at said point. 

On Jane 2, 1902, the Board addressed the following; to Mr. J. B. Dennis which 
sets forth the views of the Commissioners upon matters above: 

Replying to your favor of November 80th, we have to advise you that the Board is clearly of 
the opinion that the ' 'release" which the railway company Inserted in the resolution which it was 
desired should be adopted by the board of supervisors of Tama county, only referred to dam- 
ages which might occur by reason of the construction of underground crossings to the county, 
and in nowise could the board of supervisors release claims which individuals might have by rea- 
son of the construction of underground crossings by the company. The Oommissioners further 
believe that it was the intention on the part of the railway company to have the resolution con- 
sidered as a release of any such claims as the county might have by reason of such undercrossings, 
and if the company's attention is called to that particular part of the resolution, we believe the 
comfMuiy will make it plain by inserting therein whatever may be necessary, in conformity to the 
construction given by the Board herein. 

Nothing was heard from the matter until April 29, 1902, when Mr. Dennis wrote 
the Board asking whether the Board could not do something for them . In response 
the Board inquired of Mr. Dennis whether the county board of supervisors had 
made any efforts to adjust the matter since their letter to him, copy of which has 
been set out. Mr. Dennis again wrote the Board on May 1st asking the Commis- 
sioners what should be done. The Commissioners undertook again to bring about 
a settlement of the case but from correspondence furnished the Commissioners it 
seemed that the county hoard of supervisors would do nothing, and as that body 
has exclusive jurisdiction over highways, the Commissioners could carry the case 
no further. Inasmuch as the county board of supervisors must act in all cases in 
reference to the establishment and maintenance of highways, this Board does not 
presume to act in such matters until the county board requests their interference 
and makes statement of what is desired . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2587—1903. 



S. L. Austin, Sutherland, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Wbstbrn 
Railway Company , 



Station at Waterman Siding. 



Petition filed June 26, 1900. 

This case was presented to the Board by petition and req'iest of Mr. 8. L. Austin and others, 
asking for a station between Sutherland and Peterson, at Waterman Siding. It was represented 
that a great number of people would be accommodated ; that the stations of Sutherland and 
Peterson were ten miles apart, etc. , etc. 

Other citizens in that locality filed a petition remonstrating against any station being estab- 
lished at the point in question for the following reasons, as given by the petitioners : 

The distance between Peterson and Sutherland, both cities being on said railroad, is only 
eight miles. 

The people that would be served by the establishment of a station at Waterman, are now 
well served by the station both at Peterson and Sutherland, Waterman Siding being distant from 
either city above mentioned only about four miles, as the map or a true plat will show you. 
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The establishment of a station at Waterman Siding will serve only to serioosly cripple busi- 
ness interests, both at Peterson and Sutherland; nor will it serve any business Interests at 
Waterman Siding other than to give three or four farmers a mile or two shorter haul when they 
wish to market grain ; we further beg to represent that there are now three grain elevators and 
Arms at Peterson and at Sutherland, two new elevators having been built at great expense i*\ 
Peterson during (he season of 1890. 

We further represent that the highways and bridges between said cities are in exoallent 
condition. 

Therefore feeling that we cannot sacrifice the business interests of the many to the mere con- 
venience of the very few, we hereby most earnestly and pointedly remonstrate and to your 
business judgment now appeal. 

In answer to this Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager of the Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company, replied as follows: 

We have made a very thorough investigation. It is true that when this sidetrack was first 
constructed we did leave some cars there, but a very unpleasant experience, where somebody let 
ofiF the brakes and a car got out on the main line, caused us to issue an order that the track might 
only be used for passing trains after that date. The grade, at the point mentioned, is twenty- 
six feet to the mile, and were we to establish a station between Sutherland and Peterson, 
we certainly would be obliged to select some other locality, where business might be transacted 
without peril. The track was put in originally on account of the long hill we!>t bound, and 
should only be allowed to remain there for the purpose of passing trains. I think you are well 
satisfied that there is no necessity for the company to establish another at that point. 

The Board had this case under consideration for a long time. A large amount 
of correspondence passed between the complainants, the railway company and the 
Commissioners, conferencss were held with the parties to the case and the local 
conditions investigated by a member of the Board. Under all the facts presented 
the Commissioners did not feel warranted in making any order in the case although 
effort was made to have the station established as requested by Mr. Austin. The 
complainant insisted upon some definite statement from the Board with reference 
to their opinion in the case , and in compliance therewith the Commissioners wrote 
Mr. Austin as follows: 

Commissioners have again had the matter of station at Waterman Siding up with the railway 
company and owing to the grades, the distance to other stations, etc. , the railway company 
absolutely declines to establish a station there at this time. 

In what U known as the Leslie case, our State supreme court questioned the authority of the 
Board to either locate stations or order the maintenance of stations already located, and In that 
particular case declared the Oommission had no authority to act. The Leslie ease is apparently 
a much stronger case than yours so that the Board feels that it would be useless at this time to 
attempt to compel the railway company to make Waterman Siding a station. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 



No. 2588—1903. 

B. B. Trout, Reasoner, 1 

Chicago. Rock iIland & Pacific Rail- \ Undergrade crossing. 

WAY COMPAWY. J 

Complaint filed July 2. 1900. 

Mr. B. B. Trout wrote the Board that "the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railway company is going to fill up the trestle work across the Skunk river here 
and my land lies both above and below the track. When the river is out of its 
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banks now it raises the water a foot higher above the track and floods the land 
above. There is hardly room enough now, and if they fill what they have staked 
off it will raise the water three feet higher and flood the whole country. There are 
several others interested the same as 1 am , and we want you to come and view the 
location and put a stop to it as they are going to commence work soon." 

Immediately upon receipt of this the Board took the case up with the railway 
company and wrote Mr. Trout as per the following: 

It may be said in a general way that the railroads In the State wherever possible, are filling all 
trestles, thereby making their roadbeds more secnre and mnoh safer for the traveling pabllo. In 
this the railway companies should be encouraged, as a trestle Is uniTersally regarded as an 
element of serious danger in the operation of a railroad. However, in doing such work la the 
way of permanent Improvement, unless suitable and sufficient waterway is left in the embank- 
ment, the railway company is liable in heavy damages to those whose property is injured there- 
by—in fact if sueh embankment will undoubtedly cause backwater, the railroad company may be 
eo joined from so constructing it. This Board would have zlb authority to enjoin the company 
from constructing the embankment in question, and your proper remedy is a restraining order 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction. However, the attention of the railway company will 
be called to your complaint at once and it is hoped the matter will be adjusted without the neces- 
sity of legal action. You will be kept advised of the result of this action on the part of the Board. 

The Commissioners understood that the complainant was satisfied that the 
work being done there was for the best interests of all concerned and no further 
action was taken . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2589-1903. 
N. B. Wilson, Linn Junction, 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- ^ Dangerous highway crossing. 
WAY Company. 

Complaint filed October 8, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was that a crossing, known as the Buffalo crossing, 
on the Robertson road, was a dangerous one and should be made an overhead 
crossing; that at the instance of the Commissioners an alarm bell had been put in 
at the crossing about two years previous, but this alarm bell was not a success. 
The company replied that an overhead crossing at this point would cost $2,200; 
that they would replace the unsatisfactory bell with one that would be all right . 
Some months later Mr. Wilson wrote the Board that the bell was not satisfactory, 
and the Commissioners again called General Manager Williams' attention to this, 
but Mr. Williams wrote the Board on April 5, 1901, as follows: 

In view of the statements that had been made as to the large amount of traffic passing over 
this crossing, I had a man stationed there for four days— March 26th, 27th, 28th and 2dth— and his 
record shows there was an average of seven teams and twelve foot passengers per day passing 
over this crossing. 

Our superintendent met fifteen or twenty men who live in that vicinity, at a school meeting, 
and asked if any of them had ever seen a train passing when the bell did not rtng, and there was 
not a man who could say that he had. 

The bell is working in flrst-class shape. 

Dee Moines, Iowa, December 1, 190S. 
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No. 2590-1903. 



S. W. Gibson, Monmouth, 

Y. 

Chicago & North-Wbstbrn Railway 
Company. 



. Drainage. 



Complaint filed May 3, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was that the railway company in bridging; a creek 
about a mile east of the town of Monmouth did not leave space enough to allow 
the water to get through properly, causing it to back up and overflow the town. 
It was stated that the water never overflowed the land where the town is until after 
the railroad was built and woiiild not now if the company had left sufficient water- 
way. It was further stated that the town was started in 1856, and this particular 
part of the town was never known to be flooded until 1876, which was soon after 
the construction of the railroad. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. W. A. Gard- 
ner, general manager, made reply as follows: 

We have caused this matter to be carefully Investigated, and find that Mr. Qlbson's complaint 
is n«t traceable to any fanlt of oars, but on the contrary appears to be dne to the fact that the city 
ditch on East street became filled with snow and ice last winter, causing the surface drainage to 
flow over Mr. Gibson's land. Our section foreman called attention of the city authorities to this 
fact at the time and the ditch was cleaned out by them, since which time there has been very little 
trouble to Mr. Qibson's land. What Mr. Gibson wishes us to do is to extend ditch north of track 
to a fourteen-foot pile bridge about 600 feet east, eliminating a twelve foot pile bridge between 
•the points. From this it will be observed that instead of our embankment causing him trouble, 
he wishes it made more complete to serve as a dam to divert water further east. If his wishes in 
this direction were carried out it would at once call forth complaints from other land owners. 

Subsequent to this complaint and answer above, the Commissioners had a 
vast amount of correspondence with the above company and the complainant and 
it developed that the city council and the mayor of Monmouth refused to have aily- 
thingtodo with the question and the Commissioners went to Monmouth on Decem- 
ber 11th to make personal observations and hear such statements as the parties 
might desire to make. At this hearing the Commissioners requested that the 
county surveyor make tracings showing level of the water ' 'over and beyond 900 
feet below the North-Western railroad company's pile bridge up into Monmouth '* 
This was done and the tracings filed with the Board. After the commissioners 
had examined these tracings, gone over the affidavits filed and examined the cor- 
respondence, they advised the complainant that the railroad bridge has a greater 
capacity by three times than the natural water channel 200 feet below the said 
bridge and that the banks of the creek are eight to ten feet high below the bridge. 
The county surveyor's tracings show that the railroad would have to be submerged 
several feet before the water would back upon the Gibson lots. Under this show- 
iQSTi by bis own county surveyor, it would be somewhat difficult for the Board 
to justify an order compelling the reconstruction of the railroad bridge. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2591-1903. 

H. D. Loop, Traer, 

V, . 
Chicago & North-Wbstern Railway 
Company. 



Fa9m crossing. 



Complaint filed June 8, 1900. 

This was a request that farm crossing: be provided with cattle guards and wing 
fences. In answering this complaint Mr. B. C. Carter, chief engineer of the rail- 
way company, addressed the board as follows: 

Tour letter of the 9th addressed to our general manager regarding farm crossing of H. D. 
Loop of Traer, Tama county, Iowa, has been referred to me for answer. I will advise that while 
going over the new line from Belle Plaine to Mason Clt j last week the general manager, foarth 
▼ice president and myself stopped on the ground and examined this particular crossing. For yonr 
Information, I will state that the crossing is well constructed, that the approaches are exception- 
ally easy, there being no difficulty as regards their use on that acconnt, and that It was the com- 
bined jodgment of the manager, foarth vice president and myself that we have supplied all the 
conveniences that Mr. Loop is justified in demanding of us. 

I suppose that the Oommissioners would not for a moment entertain the idea of having an open 
crossing without gates. Any such crossing, as yon are fully advised, would be a most serious 
threat of danger in operation of the road, and might at any time cause a most serions accident 
and loss of life. The supreme court of your State, as you also know, has expressed itself against 
such open crossings under other than extraordinary circumstances. If the request of Mr. Loop 
is, however, for a crossing with gates, as well as wing fences and cattle guards, the objection Is 
much the same. We have found that farmers are very apt to leave their gates open , and that this is 
stlU more apt to occur when there are wing fences and cattle guards at the crossing. The very 
fact that gates were to be established at the crossing would indicate the Impropriety of having an 
open crossing, and yet practically a crossing with gates Is, under the circumstances, apt to 
reduce to an open crossing through the carlessness or preference of the farm owner in having his 
gates left open. We have had several instances in which we have been compelled to resort to 
Injunction suits for the purpose of restraining farmers from leaving their gates open, even where 
there were no wing fences and cattle guards ; and the temptation to a farmer to leave his gates 
open is of course much greater where wing fences and cattle guards exist. Such a consideration 
as this is entitled, you will agree, to the greatest weight, for anything that Imperils the safe 
operation of a railroad ought not for a moment to be tolerated ; and the question is not whether 
a few cattle from time to time be killed at this crossing, but whether some day (however infre- 
quently), a train may be derailed and Injury done to human beings. It is to be remembered that 
such a matter as this is to be treated and determined not merely by itself, but with careful refer- 
ence to its influence as a precedent or example ; and nothing could be more unfortunate as 
respects the safe operation of a railroad than the multiplication of crossings where stock will 
practically be passing at random, and when they are not in charge of the owner. Any order that 
you may make requiring the gates to be kept closed, and cattle to pass only In charge of an 
attendant, will practically at many times and at many places come to naught, through inatten- 
tion to it because of carelessness or choice. The truth is that the existence of cattle guards and 
wing fences Is apt to increase the danger Instead of lessening It because of the greater temptation 
to the farm owner to leave his gates open. 

The Commissioners had this case up with the railway company for some time 
and it is the understanding of the Board that the matter was finally adjusted to 
the reasonable satisfaction of all . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2592—1903. 
M. VAN DoMSBLAAR, Pella, ] ' 

y. I , . 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific I' ^'^'^^ crossing. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed September 12, 1900. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

Tour petitioner respectfullj representa that he is a oitiasen of the United States and resident 
of the State of Iowa ; that his postofflce address is Pella, Iowa ; that he is the owner of the north 
one-half of the northwest one-quarter of section 28, township 76, north of range 17 wt^st, Mahaska 
count J, Iowa; that said tract is used for pasturing purposes ; that the Keokuk branch of the Chi- 
cago, Bock Island & Pacific Railway company angles across said land, and that railway bridge 
Number 248 is on said premises ; that same is an open bridge allowing stock to pass to and fro 
under said bridge; that the water for stock is on one side thereof, and that the company haTe for 
years f unished him with the neces<>ary passageway for stock ; that said company is now filling in 
its bridges and piping same; that petitioner has caused letters to be written to the superin- 
tendent of bridges of said railway company askiog in a kindly manner to leave an opening under- 
neath the bridge for the use of stock ; that the replies thereto are hereto annexed, and marked 
Exhibits "A" and '*C" ; that the proposition contained therein Exhibit *'A" was by your petitioner 
declined— see Exhibit ' *B" ; that thereupon Exhibit "O" was received and that diplomatic rela- 
tions now seem to be disrupted ; that your petitioner now respectfully asks your honorable body 
to investigate this matter and grant such relief as you may consider just and equitable. Peti- 
tioner further states that unless speedy action be taken the bridge may be filled up, and he be de- 
prived of part of his pasture. 

The complaint was laid before the officials of the railway company and a mem- 
ber of the Board visited the premises and took the statements of the complainant 
and others. The railway company made a proposition to put in the cattle-pass if 
the complainant would pay the additional cost of same over the cost of the iron 
pipe which was all that would be necessary for drainage purposes at that point. 
The company further offered to bear a portion of the additional expense involved, 
but insisted that if Mr. van Domselaar wanted the crossing under-grade he should 
be willing to pay a portion of the expense. This proposition the complainant 
declined. The company thereupon agreed to put in grade crossing at any rea- 
sonable place selected by the complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



JSJo. 2593-1903. 

M. S. Helland, Slater, 1 

V. ' 

CHICAGO & North-western Railway \ Condition of siation grounds . 
Company . j 

Complaint filed Octobers, 1900. 

This complaint was with reference to the condition of depot building, but 
more particularly with reference to proper drainage of station grounds. 

A small depot is used by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul and Chicago & 
North-Western Railway companies as a joint station at Slater and the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul maintains another depot nearer the business part of town. 
The Chicago & North-Western Railway company claimed that inasmuch as they 
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maintain a depot and shipping point at Sheldahl, btit one and one half miles 
away, with good roads, they could not be compelled to maintain more than a 
convenience for passengers changing cars. 

With reference to the subject of drainage Mr. W. A. Gardner, general man- 
agrer, wrote the Board as follows: 

As to the matter of drainage, we have spent quite a little time and money, going Into this 
thoroughly. When this town was plotted, the persons Interested cut a ditch outside of our right 
of way from about where the dopot is located south for several hundred feet. This ditch for at 
least one thousand feet Is outside of our right of way entirely and some people have been 
endeavoring to persuade us to put In a lewer, lowering the same so as to draw off all the water. 
Levels that have been taken show that the natural drainage for water Is toward the southeast, 
and away f r om the artificial ditch which was opened. We have taken care of our own property 
by putting In cinders and filling up. I do not know of any reason why we should undertake to 
put in a system of drainage at Slater outside of our own property. If the city goes ahead and 
does Bcmethlng there in general, we will of course be pleased to negotiate with them with the 
idea of conforming to their views, but the first thing for them to do is to employ some first- 
class drainage engineer who will direct their minds and energies in the proper direction. 

At a later time the excess of water was taken care of and the conditions made 
as comfortable as possible with the present depot building. It was intimated to 
the Board that the companies were trying to agree on plans for a new depot 
building. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903, 



No. 2594—1903. 

In the matter of drainage of Waverly station grounds on the Chicago Great West- 
ern Railway. 

On November 14, 1900, the Commissioners called the attention of the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company to the lack of proper drainage for their station 
grounds at Waverly. A proposition was made by the company with reference to 
taking care of excess of water and so far as the Board was concerned the case 
closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2595—1903. 

P. Hutchinson, Hampton, 1 

' Condition of depot and conduct of agents and opera- 



V. 

Chicago Great Western 
Railway Company. 



tors. 



Complaint filed February 28, 1901. 

The Commissioners in this matter addressed the following letter to the .general 
management of the Chicago Great Western Railway company: 

With reference to the method and manner of the conduct of bnkiness on the Chicago Qreat 
Western Railway over what is known as the Waverly and Hampton branch. Within the last 
sixty days there have been many complaints made with reference to the treatment which the 
imblic has received over this branch upon what is known ae yoar freight trains. This matter has 
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been Investigated by the Board snfELolently to aatiaty it that many things might be done upon 
this branch that would better the service and woold not greatly increase the expense of operating 
trains thereon. These freight trains undoubtedly carry more passengers than your passenger 
trains, owing to their time along the line being more favorable to accommodate looal traffic. 
This fact Is considered by the Board in making an investigation of this train service. If the 
freight trains did not carry passengers it might become necessary for the railway company to 
put on an additional passenger train upon this branch to accommodate the traveling public, and 
the Board cannot eee why that should be necessary if some consideration is given to the passenger 
traffic and not treat these trains as carrying freight and nothing else. 

On frequent occasions passengers reaching the stations along your line desiring to take paa> 
sage on these freight trains are compelled to remain at your station all the way from one to six 
and seven hours. 

It will not be contended on the part of the Board that a freight train should at all times be 
operated upon its schedule time, and the fact that this is a freight train is taken into considera- 
tion in presenting this subject to you, but there should be a reasonable limit and where nothing- 
unforeseen occurs, the Board cannot see why these freight trains should be constantly and 
uniformly late from one to seven hours— unless the company is attempting to do more with thia 
crew and freight train than is ordinarily required of similar crews. If this crew cannot handle 
the freight under ordinary conditions, then would it not be better to put on an extra freight 
train say two or three times during the week in order to assist in keeping the traffic clear upon 
this branch? 

On the 9th of this month one of the Oommlssloners made a personal inspection and investiga- 
tion of the method and manner of the operation of this train and as far as possible ascertained the 
cause for complaint. On this day there were on an average about twenty passengers upon this 
train. It reached Sumner somewhat late but nothing more than might reasonably be expected of a 
freight train. After reaching Sum ner the chief train dispatcher, without taking into consideration 
the fact that this train was carrying passengers as well as freight, and that without the privilege 
of riding upon this train other trains would have to be provided for such jMuisengers, required the 
crew after its arrival at Sumner to take a carload of stock to Oelwein. Upon its return the engine 
became disabled and caused somewhat of an additional delay, but not a serious one. This orew 
was required to return from Oelwein which it did about eight or nine o'clock that evening, then 
had to make up its train, and succeeded in making its departure some time after ten o'clock. The 
work required of this crew on that occasion, and they were diligent and occasioned no delay on 
accounc of any conduct on their part, in traveling twenty'eight miles consumed a little over three 
hours. The Board is not familiar with the time of its arrival at Hampton, but it undoubtedly did 
not reach there until four or five o'clock in the morning. 

This has been going on during a large part of the month of February, and a good deal of the 
time during the month of January, and it is the opinion of the Board that this matter can be very 
easily adjustel and disposed of, and it may be stated that this Board is opposed to the conduct of 
the chief dispatcher in wholly disregarding the rights of the traveling public upon this train. 
Unless his authority in thia matter is restricted, or he takes into consideration the rights of the 
traveling public as well as of the freight, some action may be required of this Board resi)ectinir 
the same. 

It would occur to the Board that where a car of stock is late at Sumner, and that car has to be 
transferred from Sumner to Oelwein, Oelwein being the end of a division where a large number 
of engines, engineers and conductors are kept, that it would be much better for an engine and 
crew to goto Sumner from Oelwein and take the car of stock back to Oelwein, than to discom- 
mode a hundred different persons from Sumner to Hampton from four to seven and eight hours 
in reaching their destination. We only make this as a suggestion ; there may be substantial 
obje ;tions why this could not be done. The Board must insist, however, upon the train dis- 
patcher exercising his authority over the trains over this branch with a view to the comfort and 
convenience of the large number of passengers upon this branch, as well as the freight, and that 
the rights of the passengers should not be ignored and entirely disregarded by any employee of 
this or any other railway company. 

The Commissioners trust that this matter will receive your prompt attention and that thej 
may receive a favorable reply, to the extent, at least, of having a thorough investigation made of 
the traffic upon this freight train upon the Waver ly and Hampton branch. 

The Board has written several employees asking them for certain information, and with but 
one exception those who did reply said they had referred the matter to Mr. Kelly, superintend- 
ent, but thus far we have had no communication from him with reference to the matter, neither 
has there been any change In the operation of these freight trains. 
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The railway company assured the Board that a thorough investiga ion would be 
made and such instructions issued as would prevent such occurrences in the future. 

Des Moines. December 1, 1903. 



No. 2596-1903. 

In the matter of additional train service on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway between Marion and Council Bluffs. 

In April, 1901, the Commissioners received petitions requesting that an ad- 
ditional train be ordered on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway between 
Marion and Council Bluffs. At a later date the matter was again presented through 
a committee of traveling men, Messrs. H. H. Smith, C.N. Bragg, and T. N. 
Langan. The Commissioners made a personal investigation of the matters com- 
plained of and had a conference with the officials of the railway company which 
resulted in the running of the train already scheduled on better time with privilege 
of checking baggage on additional train and as this satisfied the committee of 
traveling men who were most desirous of these privileges, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2597-1903. 
Robert M. Tait, Mystic, 1 



V. • 

Chicago. Milwaukbb & St. Paul ^ ^'^^^'"^ ''^'' restoration ofcoml switch. 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed June 26, 1901. 

The complainant in this case stated that in 1893 the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway company granted to the Iowa Block Coal company a coal switch or 
site to the mine of said coal company. The switch Is located about one and one 
half miles east of the depot at Mystic and was in use and operation almost contin- 
uously to the spring of 1898 when the Iowa Block Coal company went out of busi- 
ness. In 1901 the frog was removed and now a Mr. Beggs desires to use the 
switch, as he expects to open the mine. 

The complaint was laid before the railway company and Mr. H. R. Williams, 
general manager, set forth the position of the company in the following letter : 

Befening to the complAint of Robert M. Tait of Mystic, in reference to a side track that he 
wants for a coal mine: I am sorry that the papers became mislaid, resulting In delaying mj 
reply. 

It is a fact that in 1833 we did furnish a track at this location for the Iowa Block Goal com- 
pany ; this with the expectation that It would develop Into a large producer of coal. 

The location of the switch is on a sharp carve. It Is really a dangerous place and the switch 
ought never to have been located there. At the time, however, onr Kansas City division was not 
a very important line and the location of switches was not, perhaps, as oaref ally considered as it 
might have been. 

This switch was operated antU about 1898, when the Iowa Block Coal company passed out of 
existence and the switch was removed. 

In view of the fact that we are now building a cut-off from Muscatine to Rutledge, thereby 
shortening our line and making it possible for us to compete for the Kansas Oity passenger bosi- 
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ness, we shall apon completion of this cut-off, estAbllsh fast passenger service between ChlesKO 
and Kansas City. 

I dislike very much to Introduce any new elements of danger on this line, such as we think a 
switch would be If furnished In this vicinity for the accomodation of Mr. Beggd. 

The Commissioners advised Mr. Tatt of the position of the company and as the 
policy of the Board has been against the placing of switches connecting with the 
main line where there is no agent to have charge of same, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December X, 1903. 



No. 2598—1903. 

P. M. O'Brien, Letts, 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. p^^j^ ^ ^"dfrgrade farm crossing. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed September 18, 1901. * 

Complaint in the case was as follows: 

I am a resident and landowner of Muscatine county and own the southeast quarter of section 
17, township 76, ranged.. The new short line of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, 
from Muscatine to Ottnmwa passes through my land a distance of over three fourths of a mile, 
passing my feed lots and close to hay barracks and water supplies, and by the survey and report 
of the employee, will cause a fill of eighteen feet at this point, near feed lots, water, etc. I have 
on hand now sixty head of fat cattle and some stockers. I keep on hand on an average yearly, 
from sixty to seyentyfive head, and I ask the railway company to take steps to eecure me an 
undergrade crossing at this i>olnt. The right of way man said If I would settle with him for 
damages, that I oould appeal to the Railway Oemmissloners and president of the railway, and 
that was all the way I oould secure an under-crossing, and he assured me, on the honor of a 
man, that my settlement with him would be no bar to my proceedings through the Oommlssion 
and the president of the road. 

Now, I ask that you proceed at once, as I am in the business of raising and feeding stock, 
and it will be impossible for me to handle my stock in safety to myself or the traveling public 

The complaint was laid before the railway company and the following conte- 
spondence was filed by the officers of the company, explaining the situation: 

Muscat [Ks, Iowa, September 27, 1001. 
A. a. Bakbb, Bsq., Division Engineer, Washington, Iowa: 

Dear Stb, —Yours with copy of letter of P. M. O'Brien to Railway Oemmissloners, received. 
I am amazed that Mr. O'Brien should take the position that he does in view of the conditions I made 
with him when I secured the right of way, and in face of the conditions plainly stated in the deed 
and very clearly explained to him at the time. 

You doubtless remember being present when I made the settlement, and also remember that 1 
told him distinctly that I could not grant him an under crossing. I did, however, tell him that 
if he would agree to accept a sum at least $800 less than 12, 200 (the amount I paid him), you and I 
would submit the matter of an underground crossing to the chief engineer. His daughter, who 
was present, told him to take all the money he could get, and not to insist upon the under cross- 
ing. He followed her advice and I drew the deed accordingly. I herewith enclose a copy of the 
conditions contained in the deed that Mr. O'Brien signed, after the same was read and explained 
to him. You will note that he expressly waives all further right to crossings. 

I hereby enclose O'Brien's letter and papers attached. 

Very truly, 

G. M. TiTUB. 
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Washinoton, Iowa, September SO, 1901. 
Mr. D. J. Whittbmobx, Chief Engineer : 

Dkab Stb, —Referring to the attached papers relating to request of Mr. P. O'Brien of Musca- 
tine conntj, for an underoroaslng on his farm, I beg to submit the following report with map and 
profile attached. 

The new line of the Butledge-Mnscatine extension is located across the southeast quarter and 
east half of southwest quarter, section 17, township 76, range 8, Muscatine county, Iowa, and said 
land is owned by Mr. P. O'Brien. 

The railway line divides the owner's land in nearly equal parts north and south. 

At a point eighty- eight feet north of station 583x50 is located his well and windmill, south of 
center line are his feed lots, etc . 

The water way shown on map and profile at station 688 is a dry run, and drains about sixty 
acres. We proi>oee to construct a timber culvert 8 feet 4 inches by 4 feet, at station 583, to be 
r epUused later by a 8, 068 iron pipe. It is considered that this opening is sufficient for the natural 
drainage. Reference to the profile and map will show location of grade crossing agreed to and 
entered in deed executed by Mr. O'Brien. I was present when deed was made by Mr. Titus and 
signed by Mr. O'Brien, and heard the discussion in regard to undercrosaing. The undercrosslng 
was claimed by Mr. O'Brien and as stated by Mr. Titus in letter attached, he preferred to accept 
$2,200 rather than have a proposition submitted to you for the construction of an undercrosslng 
and II, 600 for right of way. 

Both Mr. Titus and I told Mr. O'Brien that we had no authority to grant an undercrosslng. 

Reference to profile will show that the grade crossings accepted by Mr. O'Brien are favorably 
located, and easy of access, and in both instances nearly at the grade line. Location of same is 
at the points named by Mr. O'Brien. 

Yours truly, 

A. a. Baker, 

Division Engineer. 

Accompanyiag the foregoins: was a letter from General Manager Williams to the 
Board, in which he said: 

I enclose herewith a blue print of the situation, together with a statement from our right of 
way agent, Titus, and our division engineer, Mr. A. Q. Baker ; also a copy of the right of way 
deed which was given by Mr. O'Brien after a full and fair understanding of all of its conditions. 

I believe these papers will give you all of the information necessary and convince you that his 
claim for an under crossing should not be considered. 

At a subsequent date, a member of the Board had a conference with Mr. 
O'Brien, at which the situation was gone over. It seems that the deed given by 
the complainant to the railway company contained the following stipulations: 

The above grant is upon condition that the said company shall construct and maintain a farm 
grade crossing at about station 525 as shown by the survey. Also a farm grade crossing at or 
about station 685. 

And said grantor for himself and for his heirs and assigns, covenants and agrees that said 
grant is upon no other consideration than that named herein ; that neither said railway company 
nor its agents have made any agreement, promise or condition, verbal or written, for or relating 
to any crossing, passageway, or other privilege, over, across or under said railway, and that all 
right thereto shall be only as herein stated. 

Under the circumstances and conditions surrounding this case, the Board did 
not believe they would have a right to make an order for under grade farm cross- 
ing and closed the case without prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2599-1903. 

Erick Erickson, Pickering, 1 

V. [ Fa fm crossing", 

Iowa Cbntral Railway Compamy. j 

Complaint filed May, 21, 1902. 

Complainant states that in extending length of a switch track the railway com- 
pany had removed cattle guard so that it was no longer at highway, and that this 
made it inconvenient and dangerous in driving stock across the railroad as he was 
compelled to do to get his stock to water. 

The reply of the railway company in substance was that "the road which Mr. 
Erickson uses is a public highway. Previous to 1900 the fence of our right of way 
placed a cattle guard on each side of this crossing, but during 1900 we extended 
our yard at Pickering so that the public highway has since been within our yard 
limits and our fence was removed as a result of this extension of our station 
grounds. The Commissioner will readily recognize the undesirability of cattle 
guards in our yards, as their existence would endanger the lives of our trainmen 
engaged in switching service. The presence of stock in railroad yards is objec- 
tionable, but cattle guards are left out of the yards for the reasons above stated, as 
you can readily understand and appreciate. 

*'I believed that if Mr. Erickson understands that the treatment of this cross- 
ing is practically the same as that given to others under like conditions for good 
and sufficient reasons, he would not feel that we have intended in any way to dis- 
regard his convenience.*' 

Later a petition came to the Commission njimerously signed requesting cattle 
guards at the highway crossing in question . This petition was submitted to the 
railway company and Mr. Day made answer as follows: 

This will acknowledge receipt of jours of the 28^h alt. , accompanying enclosure from Henry 
Stone, under date of Julj Ist and August 24th. I notice Mr. Stone says * *lf the alleged yards of 
the company were in the town, or eren in a small village where many trains were operated, the 
plea of danger might have some force, " and ' *Th8 convenience to Mr. Erickson is far greater than 
the chances of danger to the employes of the company. " 

I do not know why Mr. Slone refers to an actual yard as an alleged yard, and it appears 
that he is generally lacking in information with respect to the operation of trains in that vicinity. 
There is no station on the Iowa Central road where more trains are operated than at Pickering. 
In fact there are more trains operated on the division between Marshallto wn and Oskaloosa, than on 
any other division of the road. The Commissioners are aware that all ox>erate through Pickering, 
and that there is an unusual amount of switchibg at that point as compared with other local 
stations, by reason of the interchange of business at that point with the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St.. Paul Railway company. 

I do not believe that the men whom Mr. Stone represents in this correspondence are intention. 
ally indifferent to the safety of railroad employes and patrons, or that they regard their oonven- 
lence as of more importance than human lives, but it is easily understood that they do not have 
as constantly in mind as railway managers, the thousands of lives that are sacrlfloed annually in 
train service— the greatest losses being in yards and switching work, and generally. due to some 
defect in construction such as the petitioners urge in this case. 

I would like very much to accomodate Mr. Erickson and his neighbors but being conscious of 
the danger of the proposed cattle guards, we are unwilling to voluntarily put them in. 

The case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 239 



No. 2600—1903. 
M. V. B. Morris, Way land. 

Burlington & Western Railway f ^^^'«««^ ^«'*^^*- 
Company . j 

Complaint filed June 17, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

It is now about fifteen years since the managers of the Burlington & Western Railway company 
put in a sidetrack at Way land crossing, and in the year 1890 we commenced the manufacture of brick 
and tile at that point and have shipped all our coal over that line for burning brick and tile. We 
hare been increasing the value of our plant from year to year until now we have about four thou- 
sand dollars invested and have grading done and material on hand to build and thereby double 
the output of the factory. In compliance with a letter from Robert Law, manager, hereto attached 
with correspondence or letters from Morrell Law, in answer to my request to replace frog in 
switch which had been removed last fall (to avoid the necessity of lighting switeh lamps as I 
supposed), as I did not ship in January and February it was no inconeenience but this spring 
when we were ail ready to commence burning brick I asked them to replace frog and switch- 
stand which would not have taken two hours time by the section hands and twenty-five cents 
worth of spikes, but you will please notice by this letter that he was disposed to argue the 
<ine8tion after I had written Robert Law what I had done and what I intended to do and that I 
now needed coal to burn brick to meet demands and build more kilns at once. 

I am now comi)elled to haul coal two miles from Iowa Central. By reference to letter you 
will see that he finally proposed to replace frog if we would ship 100 tons of coal at one shipment, 
which I think la a clear case of discrimination. We have furnished them ground free for all 
these years for operating side track for public use and they have used it. 

Mr. R. Law, manager, in answering the complaint, said: 

Referring to complaint of M. Y. B. Morris, inclosed in yours of 17th Inst. , it is hardly neces- 
sary to say that we are not only willing, but anxious, to accommodate Mr. Morris, as well as all 
other patrons along our line. He, however, is unreasonable; first, for the reason he asks us to 
maintain a switch for business that does not begin to pay the railroad company ; next, at a point 
where it is unsafe; and finally, to do something for nothing. 

Some time ago I did say to Mr. Sam Wadleigh, who furnishes Morris with coal, that if he 
would take it in quantities of one hundred tons, and unload it within a reasonable length of 
time, we woidd put in a switch, afterwards removing it, which I think is entirely fair. You 
can readily see that the revenue from aa occasional car of slack coal, for which we only get a 
nominal sum to haul, would hardly pay for maintaining the switch light of which Mr. Morris 
speaks, let alone all other appurtenances necessary for the proi)er conduct of the business at 
such a place. 

The policy of the Commissioners has been not to order switches connected 
with main line where there was no agent or employe of company to attend same, 
and as there was apparently nothing in this case to warrant any different ruling, 
the case was closed . 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2601-1903. 

A. J. Blakbly, Grinnell, 1 

V. y Undergrtide farm crossing, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 18, 1902. 

Complainant stated that he had been provided with undergrade crossing, but 
the railroad company now proposed to fill up the same, only leaving a small open- 
ing for water way. To this closing of his undercrossing, complainant objected. 
The case was laid before the railway company, and Mr. L. P. Day, vice president* 
answering the same, said: 

Again referring to jonr fAVor of the 18th ultimo, relative to under stock crossing desired bj 
Mr. A. J. Blakelj, Grinnell, Iowa, I have caused the matter to be thoroughlf investigated and 
beg to advise the Commissioners the following facts : At the time of the construction of the Iowa 
Central Railway across the land in question, two trestles were put in, the north one being so oon> 
structed as to allow an under crossing. Recently this bridge was filled In, but, as Mr. Blakely 
had previously disposed of bis adjacent property, he 1$ not interested in the crossing at this point. 
The south bridge is now being used by him as an under stock crossing, but, as the track at this 
point is to be raised eleven feet, we have decided to put in a suitable culvert and fill this bridge 
also, as otherwise it would necessitate the construction of a very long, high trestle. We sub- 
mitted an offer to Mr. Blakely to provide a stock passage at a point south of the bridge where the 
fill will be about ten feet, and have a reply, under date of June 18th, In which he states that he 
thinks the crossing proposed will be satisfactory to him. A meeting between Mr. Blakely and our 
division engineer has been arranged for, at which time the location will be definitely decided 
upon. 

I am pleased to know that the matter has been amicably adjusted and that the Oommissionera 
will not be further troubled with its conb'lderatlon. 

Subsequent to the foregoing the Board had considerable correspondence with 
the parties to the case, with the result that complainant and respondent adjusted 
their differences on a mutually satisfactory basis. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2602—1903. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 1 
Railway Company, \. Condemnation proceedings in Louisa 

V. j and Washington counties, 

Frazby bt al. j 

Petitions filed June 20, 1902. 

These petitions were withdrawn by the railway company before the Board 
reached a decision. 

Des Moines p Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2603—1903. 

Hiram Johnson, Chairman Board of "] 

Supervisors, Casey, I 

V. )- Overhead highway crossing, 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint tiled June 25, 1902. 

The Commissioners received the following letter from Mr. Johnson: 
One and one-foorth miles east of Casej, Guthrie connty, Iowa, on the Ohlcago, Roek Island 
& Padflc Railway company's line there is a very dangerous crossing where we had a good high- 
way. We have tried rei)eatedly to get the company to put in an overhead bridge. Our bridge 
has been torn all to pieces at said crossing and there have been numercis other escapes. The 
board of supervisors have offered to change the highway If the company would bridge and still 
they will not give us any relief. If it is in your power to help us any in this matter anything you 
may do will be greatly appreciated by our people. 

Mr. Johnson enclosed the following petition: 

To the Honorable Board of Supervisors of Outhrie county, Jowa, and to the OJJflciaU of the Chi- 
cago, Mock Island <fr Pacific Railroad company: 

We, whose names are hereto afl&xed being residents and taxpayers of Guthrie county, Iowa, • 
would respectfully request that the public highway be opened on the line between sections 85 
and 86 in township 78, range 82 west of the fifth P. M. Iowa, at the north end in accordance with 
the rough sketch hereto attached, requesting that the same be opened on a direct line from point 
A, on said sketch, to point B, and that an overhead bridge be provided on said highway over the 
railroad at said point. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company, and Mr. W. T. Rankin, 
assistant general attorney, replied: 

June 25th you sent me a copy of petition and letter from the board of supervisors and citizens 
of Guthrie oonnty relative to highway crossing near Casey. I have just received the i>apers from 
the operating department relative to this request, giving the estlMiates of the cost of an over- 
head bridge, as required, one and one-fourth miles east of Casey ; and it is suggested now that 
the board of supervisors of Guthrie county be request ed to do the grading free of expense to this 
company for the overhead crossing, and upon their doing so the company will undertake to put 
in an overhead bridge. Will/ou kindly lay this matter before the board of supervisors and ask 
them if they will be willing to do the grading. This, I think, they will be willing to do, as it 
seems to me a very fair proposition. Kindly let me know as soon as possible, and if the grading 
is done our people will proceed at once to build the bridge. 

The county supervisors accepted the proposition made by the railway company. 
Later some differences arose with reference to maintenance of crossing, but sub- 
sequently the complainants asked for return of papers. 

Des Moines, December I, 1903. 



• Overhead highway crossing. 



No. 2604—1903. 

P. HiLLYARD, Chairman Board ^ 
of Supervisors, New London, | 

V. 

Chicago, Borlington & Qxhncy 
Railroad Company. 

Complaint filed July 7, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that ' ' We are asking the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad to put an overhead bridge over their track in the north- 
16 
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western part of this town and they refuse to do so," etc. The railway company 
in answering this complaint denied any legal obligation to construct the crossing 
but would grant permission to the board of supervisors to build it if they so 
desired. Subsequently the Commissioners went to New London and made a per- 
sonal investigation of the conditions there. It was not such a case as could at the 
present time be acted upon by the board, and the same was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



' Site for coalhouse. 



No. 2605—1903. 

Farmers Co-oPKRAxrv^K 
Company, Dougherty, 

Chicago & North- Western 
• Railway Company. 

Complaint filed July 8, 1902. 

This was a request from the citizens of Dougherty that site for coalhouse, ele- 
votor, etc. be granted the Farmers Co-operative company. Considerable corre- 
spondence followed, resulting in a lease to another party being transferred, as 
desired by petitioners. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2606-1903. 

In the matter of posting train bulletins in passenger depots. 

The Commissioners upon July 23, 19D2, addressed the following letter to the 
operating management of each railway company operating lines of railway within 
the State of Iowa : 

The Twentj-nlath G^^neral A^isembly of the Sbate of Iowa (I9i)2) passed a law, acopyof which 
1b encloa Jd herewith, which requires all railway companies to keep posted in the waiting room of 
each passenger station a biUetin plainly showiag the time of arrival and departure at such sta- 
tions of all trains carrying passengers. Penalty for failure to comply with the law makes the 
company liable in the sum of $50. This law is known as chapter 87, acts of t!ie Twenty-ninth 
Qeneral Assembly. Your attention is called to this statute inasmuch as the members of this 
Board have noticed that in many of the depots in this Sbate no such bulletins have been provided 
although this law has been in eflfdct since the first day of July, 1902. Will you please advise the 
Board at once whether your company has made provision for this posting of the bulletin required . 

In response to the above letter the Commissioners received advice from the rail- 
way companies that the law would be complied with. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2607-1903. 

Citizens of Sbymour 

^ ]■ Train service . 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company. 
Petition filed July 28, 1902. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

Owing to the fact that Seymour, Iowa, is a competing point In the matter of railroads, and 
mnch of the travel is at times desirous of taking trains to and from Seymour during the night- 
time, and we the undersigned, your petitioners, being at all times patrons of this road, suggest 
that it would greatly accommodate the traveling public if they could arrange to stop No. 12 at 
Seymour at any time, and you would thereby greatly oblige the undersigned. 

Mr. Goodnow, general manager, in answering this complaint said: 

Replying to your ffeivor of July 28th, having reference to petition sent in by E. O. Thompson 
of Seymour, Iowa, you will observe that Mr. Thompson's name does not appear on the petition. 

No. 12 Is our fast express train running between Kansas Olty and Chicago, having connections 
as far southwest as Fort Worth, Texas. We are making all the stops with that train that we can. 
In fact it Is not now making its scheduled time on the Missouri division. 

Investigation of the ticket sales at Seymour shows that there were 761 tickets sold during the 
month of July and that nearly 000 of these tickets were to stations within a few miles of Seymour. 
Passing Seymour so late at night it does not seem to us that this train would be patronized to any 
considerable extent. It would be a serious hardship to add an additional stop to that train. 

It is our earnest desire to take care of our passenger business and accomodate to the fullest 
extent the towns on our line. 

Petitioners were furnished with copy of the foregoing, but made no response 
thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2608—1903. 
W. B. Cartw RIGHT, Wyman, 

Burlington ''ft Western Railway \ Conditions in lease for site . 
Company. 
Complaint filed August 1, 1902. 

Complainant objected to signing a lease for site for elevator containing a stipu- 
lation requiring him "to pay two thirds of regular tariff between** Wyman and 
Burlington on all grains and feed, also seeds sold to farmers locally. Because of 
his refusal to sign said lease he was ordered by the railway company to remove his 
building from railroad premises, to this he also objected. 

Mr. R. Law, manager, in answering these complaints said: 

Referring to copies of W. B. Cartwright's letters and replying to yours of 30th ulfc. it is the 
rule of this company, and it is applicable to everybody, that all grain stored on the company's 
ground be shipped over its railroad or if sold to outsiders, the party occupying the ground must 
pay two thirds the tariff rate to Burlington, on it. 

This is the only protection we have and we certainly will not discriminate, nor do I see any 
reason why we should favor Mr. Cartwright over others similarly situated, many of whom ship 
thousands of cars to his one. As before stated the agreement is in effect with everybody on these 
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Unea and has been with most of them for the past eight or ten years. It U no hardship and is 
the only protection we have. The faot is this man wantct something for nothing, or rather, privi- 
leges that we cannot afford to grant. 

Upon his refusal to sign the contract, as is nsnal in such cases, we gave him the required thirty 
days notice, which exi>ires tomoi^row. This for jonr information. 

Later a member of the Board saw all parties and matter was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Deoember 1, 1903. 



No. 2609—1903. 

Citizens of Wheatland, ^ 

V. I . 

Chicago North- Western Railway [ ^^^^^£^ 

Company. j 

Petition filed Aug^ist 6, 1902. 

Petition in this case follows. 

We, the undersigned citizens of Wheatland, Iowa, having suffered severe loss from being 
flooded with water caused by the raising of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company's 
tracks without making proper provision for the water to pass through under said track, thereby 
flooding the lower part of town above the tracks, fllling cellars and doing much othtr damage to 
health and property, we therefore pray you to come to our town, look the situation over and see 
if you can give us relief by having the railway company put in another culvert or enlarge the one 
they already have so as to give the proper relief. 

C. F. Jbppe, Mayor, 
J. W, Hover. 

F. G. QRONSLIi, 

J. W. THOHPSOir, 
and forty-flve others. 

In answer to the complaint Superintendent H. J. Slifer said: 

I took occasion to look over the situation so far as drainage at Wheatland is concerned, as per 
your letter of August 6th. I And there has been no change made in water ways at Wheatland 
since the year 1891, and up to the present year we have had no complaints as to water ways being 
ample. • In fact our water ways will take off all the water that the diich from the city will give us. 
In other words if our water ways were made larger the ditches leading to them would have to be 
made larger. The bridge which Mr. Hover refers to is a permanent iron structure on stone walls 
and the water way la kept clean. I believe we can t-how under ordinary circumstances that we 
provide ample water way at this point and doubt whether the Commissioners care to take any 
action as it would entail on the railroad company a very heavy expense, and outside of the exces- 
sive rains which we have had all over the country this season, and which overflows the town of 
Wheatland irrespective of this particular water way, I think there can be no complaint. How- 
ever, should the CommisBioners desire, shall be glad to have blue print prepared showing the 
situation. 

The petitioners were supplied vi ith copy of Mr. Slifer*s letter. Some objection 
was made to statements made by Mr. Slifer, but no further complaints have been 
received . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2610-1903. 
Wm. S. Johnson. Ames, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Wbstern 
Railway Company. 



Petition for undergrade farm crossing. 



Petition filed Ag:tiust 12, 1902. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

Paragraph 1. The petitioner states that he is the owner of the southwest quarter (^) of sec- 
tloo twenty-two (22) Lafayette township, Story connty, Iowa. 

Par. 2 . That the Sloox City branch of the Chicago & North- Western Bailway^ company crosses 
a portion of said premises diagonally, entering the same a little east of the southwest corner of the 
southeast quarter of said quarter and leaving the same about seven rods north of the northeast 
comer of said southeast forty ; that said railway divides said 160 so that about 140 acres of the 
same lies north and west of the remaining sixteen acres south and east of said right of way. 

Par. 8. That a stream called the Eegley Branch also crosses said 160 from northwest to south- 
east, entering near the middle of the north line and leaving about forty-two rods north of the 
northeast comer ; that the same crosses defendants' right of way about midway between the points 
where the r^ad enters and leaves petitioners premises. 

Par. 4. That the land adjacent to said Kegley Branch is more or less rolling and adapted par- 
ticularly for use as i)asf ure. 

Par. 6. That the premises lying southeast of the right of Way and the lands adjacent to Keg- 
ley Brcnch have always been used for pasture and can be used for no other purpose to good 
advantage. • 

Par. 6. That petitioner's premises are situlkted on the west line of said quarter section near 
the center, and the only way said premises can be used as pasture with reasonable safety is by 
having an undergrotind crossing through said right of way connecting the two parts of said 
premises. 

Par. 7. That the grade passing through said premises is higher than the surrounding land 
and at no point is it less than ten feet, and the crossing at Eegley Branch is more than forty feet. 

Par. 8. That ever since 1881 soon after the road was constructed until the year 1901 the road 
bed crossing the valley of said Eegley Branch was supported by trestle work and the right of way 
was not fenced In but stock was i>ermitted to cro js under said trestle from one sid^ to the other 
without impediment. 

Par. 0. That during the summer of 1001 the said defendant replaced said trestle by an earth 
grade and constructed a culvert crossing said Kegley Branch which is insufficient to properly 
conduct the water flowing in said branch nnd is wholly Improper and inadequate for this peti- 
tioner as a crossing. 

Par. 10. That during the present season your petitioner ha? been entirely deprived of a cross- 
ing to (he premises lying southeast of the track and has had no use of the same. 

Par. 11. That a grade crossing is impracticable, first, bcauseof the location of said premises 
and the use which is made by your petitioner of same, and second, because the track of the said 
railway is so much above the ." urrounding country at the proper place for a crossing that the 
same would not be of utility. 

Par. 12. That your petitioner asks that an order mar be made by your board directing said 
company to erect and maintain an under grade crossing through the right of way of said prem- 
ises at a suitable point, of ample dimensions and character to meet the reasonable requirements 
for the proper use of said premises. 

The case was submitted to the railway company, which company, by its 
attorneys, filed answer as follows: 

Defendant, for answer to the petition of complainant, states : 

1. That during the year 1901, defendant purchased from the complainant extra ground and 
right of way for borrow pits and other purposes, and replace its trestle works at the place in ques* 
ion with a stone culvert having an opening twenty feet wide. That in making said purchase it 
was agreed in writing between complainant and defendant that said ' 'culvert shall not be fenced 
in by the Chicago Sb North- Western Railway company, bat shall be left so that stock may pass 
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nnimpeded from one side to the other." It was understood and agreed at said time that said 
calvert was the only under ground crossing that defendant was to furnish complainant, and 
defendant avers that the plaintiff is not, either by law or by virtue of any agreement, entitled to 
any other or different underground crossing. 

2. Defendant denies that said culvert is insufficient to properly conduct the water flowing in 
said Eegley Branch, and denies that the same is wholly improper and inadequate for petitioner 
as a crossing, and denies that during the present season petitioner has been deprived of a crossing 
to the premises southeast of the track, and further denies that a grade crossing is impracticable. 

8. Defendant avers that if at any time said culvert has not been a practicable crossing, it is 
solely because at such time there has been an unusual and unprecedented amount of water, and 
that such condition was only temporary. 

4. Defendant further avers that said underground crossing is reasonably sufficient and 
adequate for an underground crossing. 

6. Defendant further avers that this Board has no authority or jurisdiction in law to require 
defendant to construct another underground crossing. 

Wherefore, defendant prays that complainant's petition be dismissed. 

In replying to this answer the complainants set out a copy of the lease by virtue 
of which extra ground and right of way was purchased of the complainant by the 
railway company in the year 1901 . He also denied that there was any agreement 
between the parties other than the written agreement and the representations on 
the part of the railway company and its employes, etc. The Board visited 
the premises on October 23d and early in November a proposition was su^bmitted to 
the complainants by the railway company which with some modifications was 
accepted by them and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903.^ 



No. 2611—1903. 
H. A. WiSMBR, Harris, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway ^ ^^^^ foreUvator. 
Company. 

Complaint filed August 16, 1902. 

« 

Mr. Wiemer wrote the Board as follows: 

I own and control a 16, 000 bushel capacity elevator, now located on private grounds at Harris* 
Iowa. 

The railway company refuses to grant me a site for the following reason, to wit : That the 
two elevators now located on the company's ground were sufficient to handle the grain at this 
point. If this would be an argument in their favor, I should be pleased to have them explain why 
they have granted locations for the third elevator at other points that are not handling any more 
grain than we are here at Harris. 

In looking up the shipments that have been made from other stations, I find that Harri-t is not 
in the rear. But, however, let this be as it may, I appeal to you for your decision in this matter 
and trust that you will give it your attention at an early date as possible for your convenience. 

The matter was taken up at once with the Rock Island Railway company and 
after considerable correspondence was had and a personal investigation made by 
the members of the Board, the railway company granted Mr. Wiemer the site 
desired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 
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No. 2612—1903. 
C. T. Manbbck, Berwick, Township Trusteep 

DBS Moines. Iowa ""falls & ^oj^^umK^ \ Overhead highway crossing. 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed August 22, 1902. 

In this case complaint was made that "at a highway crossing one mile north 
of Berwick the railway company intended placing an overhead crossing that was 
unsatisfactory to the township authorities. Complainant represented that the 
railroad crosses the highway at an angle and that in building the bridge over the 
railroad for such highway the company contemplated building it at rijrht angles to 
the railroad so that it would be necessary for persons driving to make two turns 
when crossing said railroad. To this the complainant objected. 

In answering this complaint Mr. E. S. Ellsworth, president, said : 

Replying to your letter of the22d regarding complaint made by C. T. Manbeck, township 
trustee, Berwick, Iowa, with reference to a highway, I herewith hand you a letter of our chief 
engineer, R. C. Young, with reference to this matter. I hope, on reading it, that yon will allow 
U8 to build the bridge as we have designed it, and that would not be a hardship to anybody. 

The letter to which Mr. Ellsworth referred follows: 

I return you herewith correspondence regarding the overhead highway crossing near Ber- 
wick. It is true that this bridge has been placed at right angles to the railroad, but the angle is 
very slight, only ten degrees. This draws the bridge six feet off from the center to the high- 
way, and I cannot see how it would cause the farmers any serious inconvenience, as you know 
that the driveway in the ordinary public highway is very crooked and an angle of ten degrees is 
not noticeable. My reason for designing this bridge in this way was to save a truss and a skew 
bridge, as you know, coming from a dirt road to a skew bridge is not desirable on account of the 
settlement of the dirt on one side and striking the hard bridge on the other is liable t-o overturn 
vehicles. 

I hope the Commissioners will see it In this light and allow us to build the bridge as we 
have designed it, as it certainly can do no harm to any one. 

The Commissioners said, in closing this case, that they did not believe, from 
the evidence before them, that the crossing proposed by the railway company, was 
an undesirable one, but if the county board of supervisors desired any further 
action taken, the Commissioners would be pleased to hear from them. 

No further complaints have been made to the Board. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2613-1903. 

California Grain & Lumber Com- 
pany, California Junction , 

V. 

Chicago*& North -Western Railway 
Company. 



Petition for sidetrack. 



Complaint filed August 23, 1902. 

Petition in this case recited that it was necessary for the business of the peti- 
tioners that a sidetrack of about four hundred feet in length , to connect with their 
sidetracks, was necessary. 
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The Commissioners laid this case before the officials of the North- Western 
Railway company, and following some correspondence was had and on April 15 » 
1903, Messrs. Cochran & Egan, Logan, Iowa, attorneys for petitioners, withdrew 
the case, as they were about to reach an amicable adjustment. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2614—1903. 
Johnson Bros., Calliope, 1 

^ _, ^' „ « )■ Abandonmeni of siaiion . 

Chicago, Milwaukbb & St. j 

Paul Railway Company. J 
Complaint filed August. 25, 1902. 

Complainants wrote the Board as follows: 

We wish to write concerning A matter that Is of considerable Importance to us, and that ia: 
The Chicago, Mllwankee & St . Paul Railway company has dosed np Its station here, has taken 
away the agent, and is not doing any bnsinera at this place at all. We wish to ask you to look 
Into this matter and ascertain if the railway company has a right to do this, and if not to take 
some action that wonld cause them to resume business here. We understand that when the road 
was built through here they were granted the right of way through the town on condition that 
the railway maintain a depot at this place for ninety-nine years. 

It seems to as that the company has broken its contract in discontinuing the depot here. It 
is working a hardship on the business interests here to be deprived of i he f aciUtles for shipping 
and reoeiying freight. There is here a good general store, a lumber yard doing a good business, 
an elevator handling a great deal of grain, a large mill turning out large quantities of flour the 
year round and a blacksmith shop, etc. 

With so much business here it seems to us that the railway company is not warranted in 
taking the depot from us. Will you please look into the matter and see if anything can be done 
in the Interest of the people of the place in the way of railroad accommodations . 

In answering this complaint the railway company by its general manager, Mr. 
H. R. Williams, said: 

Replying to yonr favor of August 25th, addressed to Pretsident Earllng, enclosing copy of 
complaint received from Johnson Bros : I beg to state that there has been but very little busineos 
done for a long time at our old Calliope station. That town— if my information is correct— has 
been wiped out and is now a part of Hawarden station. For that reason we closed the depot at 
the old Calliope station. 

Our agent informs me that the business of Johnson Bros, transacted with onr line is very 
small and would not exceed 910 per month. 

While we had an agent at Calliope the balk of Johnson Bro^/ Sioux City business came in over 
the North- Western road and was hauled from the North- Western depot at Hawarden the same as 
it can now be hanled from our depot at Hawarden. ' 

It seems to us that there Is no necessity for continuing to maintain two depots in the one 
town, as the business can all be transacted satisfactorily at one place. 

In reference to our being granted right of way through the town on condition tbat a depot 
was to be maintained at this point, while it cuts no figure in the merits of this case, I find upon 
investigation that there is nothing in our right of way papers referring to such an agreement or 
understanding. 

In closing the case the Board directed the following be sent to the complainants. 

The Board has gone over your complaint against the Chlcas^o, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
company, with reference to maintaining Calliope station, and under the clrcumstancea, to wit: 
The fact that there is no longer any town of Calliope and that the distance between stations would 
be so short, the Commissioners cannot compel the railway com pany to maintain two stations in 
the same town. 

If yon have any such agreement or contract as you claim to have your proper redrosH coold be 
obtained in suit in court. This Board has no authority to enforce the terms of contracts. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 1615—1903. 
C. H. Wbrtz, Lena, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



Drainage and damages. 



Complaint filed September 16, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that because the respondent railway com- 
pany had made a fill withont providing a sufficient water way he had been dam- 
aged on his farm several hundred dollars. The Commissioners took this up with 
the railway company and further culvert room was made and the case was closed 
as the Commissioners could not act upon the matter of damages. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 19(>3. 



No. 2616—1903. 

CmZBNS OF Eldosa, 1 

V. y Station service. 

lowA Central Railway Company, j 



Robb, mayor, and many others, 



Petition filed September 22, 1902. 

The following petition signed by Ellis D. 
was received by the Board: 

We, the nnderdgned residents of Eldora, Hardin county, Iowa, hereby petition your honorable 
body to require the Iowa Central Railway company to employ and maintain a night agent or tele- 
graph operator at their depot in this city. Two passenger trains pass throngh and stop here daring 
the night and the ticket office is always closed and tickets most be purchased before 7 p. m. the 
evening before, if at all. The city is also shat off from telegraphic communication after 7p.m. 

In answering this petition Mr. L. T. Day, vice president Iowa Central Rail- 
way company, said: 

We have yonr favor of the29d inst. enclosing copy of letter from Ellis D. Robb, of Eldora, 
Iowa, also copy of petition of citizens of same place, asking that onr company maintain a night 
•gent or telegraph operator at that point. We have no doubt it was Mr. Robb's intention to state 
the situation fairly to the commission, bat as often happens with people similarly situated, his 
ideas as to the buMlness involved Is quite incorrect . We have prepared a statement showing the 
number of passengers taking our trains Nos. 5 and 6 for two weeks previous to the date of his 
communication, which is as follows : 



Date. 


No. Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


No. Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


Date. 


No. Passengers 
Train No. 5. 


No Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


September 6 
September 6 
September 7 
September 8 
September 
September 10 
September 11 






September 12 
September 18 
September 14 
September 16 
September 16 
September 17 
September 18 
September 19 


1 
2 
1 
1 
2 


1 


1 
2 
2 

1 
1 
2 


8 


8 


1 
2 
1 
2 


1 
1 
1 
1 







Tou will note that instead of the passeneers on th^e trains averaging from three to fifteen on 
«aoh train as stated by Mr. Robb. that the total number for fifteen days was sixteen on train No. 
h and fifteen on train No. 0, or an average of one person per train. 
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We regret that the boslness is not what Mr. Robb supposed instead of what it really i«, axul 
we are inclined to believe that the inconvenience complained of is on account of the desire for tel' 
egraph privilege?, which is a matter for determination bj the Western Union Company, as we do 
not do any commercial telegraph business. 

In giving j ou the facts as disclosed by our train records, which we assume you will probably 
transmit to Mr. Robb, we want to state at the same time, that although there is no business 
involved that will justify the expense of a night operator at Eldora, that we want to accomodate 
the citizens there in every way that we can, and if we can arrange for the removal of a night 
operator from some other point to Eldora and take care of our requirements in connection with. 
the dispatching of trains, we will endeavor to do so, but we cannot afford to employ an operator 
without any other duty than keeping the Eldora station open and attending to the Western Union 
business. In which we have no interest and for which we would receive no revenue. 

Considerable correspondence followed , resulting in an effort being made by the 
railway company to change some man from a minor point to Eldora for the ser- 
vice requested. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1902. 



No. 2617-1903. 

In the matter of train connections at Alton, 

crossing of the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway Co. 

and the 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Railway Company. 

On October 21, ]902, the Board addressed the following letter to Mr. W. A. 
Gardner, general manager Chicago & North- Western Railway company: 

The Commissioners have noted a change In the running time of your train No. 8 from 
Hawarden to Tama, bv which the train now leaves Hawarden at 7. 40 instead of 7.20 as formerly, 
arriving at Alton at 8. 85 instead of 8. 15 as before. Now this train lies at Alton until 8.60 a.m. 
The train going north from Sioux City, leaving that point at 7.00 a.m. , leaves Alton at 8. 15^ so 
that passengers who desire to go north on that train over your road on No. 8 as above noted, can 
not do so. although formerly they could. Thin is a great inconvenience to quite a number of 
people who desire to make the connection; under the new arrangement they will have to wait 
four hours for a train going north. The Commissioners would like to inquire whether or not the 
time of your No. 8 could not be restored, making the train leave Hawarden at 7. 20, arriving at 
Alton at 8. 15. Of course, thi'^ makes a long wait at Alton for the train west to Sioux City, but it 
would save considerable disappointment on the part of your patrons who desire to take passage 
on the north train. 

Win you have this matter investigated and advise the Board of the result? 

Mr. R. H. Aishton, assistant general manager, in reply to this letter, on 
October 28th, said: 

In reply to your communication of the 21st inst. relative to the time of our train No. 8, 
between Hawarden and Tama, would say : 

Prior to June 16, 1902, No. 8 left Hawarden at 10. 00 ▲. M. , having no connection at Alton for 
Sioux City but having a connection for the north. On June 16th the train was started out at 7. 20 
▲. M. so as to connect with both north and south at Alton, which caused a delay of twenty-five 
minutes at Alton to any Sioux City passengers. This caused a gooi deal of complaint acd upon 
representations that there was no business for the north and that all passengers for the south 
would be delayed twenty-five minutes we again changed the time of this train, making it leave 
Hawarden at 7. 45 ▲. M. 
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It Is perfectly agreeable to us to have the train leave at 7. 20 a .m. , arriving at Alton at 8. 10, so 
that any passengers who desire may go north, and I have instructed that on onr new time-table, 
effective on November 2d, this change be made, Inferring that you have some Information that 
it is causing Inconvenience to our patrons from our present mode of operation. 

Beg to thank you for calling our attention to the matter. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2618-1903. 
R. A. Buck, Mayor, et al. State Center, ] 

V. • 

Chicago & North-western Railway \ ^^^S'^ou, street crossings. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed October 31, 1902. 

The petition in this case, signed by the mayor and prominent citizens of State 
Center, was as follows: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad CommUsioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, resident citizens and taxpayers of State Center, Iowa, and vicinity, 
being forcibly reminded by the killing of one man and the crippling of another at the main crossing 
of the North- Western tracks in State Center on Sunday morning, September 14, 1902, that the 
manner of operating its road and the speed at which trains are run through the town of State 
Center by the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, have made It dangerous and unsafe to 
cross its tracks in oar town day or night, respectfully petition that you visit our town and see if 
something cannot be done for the safety of life and limb of our citizens and the patrons of said 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company, and to this end, as in duty bound, we, your peti- 
tioners, will ever pray. 

In sending this petition Mayor Buck said: 

"We have been negotiating for some time past with the Chicago & North- W^tern Railway 
company to erect gates at our dangerous crossings, but have been unable to make satisfactory 
arrangements with them. There has been no less than a half dozen people killed at these cross- 
ings in the past six years. 

The matter was presented to the railway company, with request that it be given 
careful consideration. On November 20, 1902, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general 
manager, wrote the Board: 

It has been arranged to Install gates at these crossings, and they will be placed in operation 
just as soon as it is possible to do so. 

This adjustment was satisfactory to complainants and case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2619— 1903* 

LuTHBR M. TuTTLE, Van Cleve, 1 

V. Y Fencing, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint fil«d November 4 , . 1902 . 

The complainant in this case stated that the right of way fence adjoining his 
pasture was out of repair; that on account of this his live stock escaped upon the 
right of way, thence into neighbor's fields, etc. 

The Commission called the railway company's attention to the complaint and 
the fence was repaired . 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2620-1903. 

E.J. Smith & Sons, North English, 1 

^ ,, ^* ^ ^ ^ \ Failure to furnish cars . 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 4, 1902. 

Complainants in this case stated they were utterly unable to get cars for ship- 
ment of drain tile, etc. , that they understood other parties were being furnished 
with cars for shipment of coal and perishable freight , but they believed they too 
were entitled to some consideration. 

The complaint was taken up with the respondent railway company and the 
Commission was advised that on account of extreme shortage of cars the railway 
company was giving preference to movement of perishable freight and coal. 

The complainants later asked the farther assistance of the Board in securing 
cars for them, which was done. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2621—1903. 

P. B. OSBORN, Ellsworth, 1 

^' I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul i 

Railway Company and the [ ^^" ^^ transit. 

Chicago & North -Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed November 6, 1902. 

The complainant wrote that he had shipped a car of wheat from Parkston, 
S. D , October 14th, and had been unable to get trace of car since. 
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The Commissioners undertook to trace the car for Mr. Osbom, and did so. 
Later the Commissioners were adyised the car had been located . 

Des Moines, December I, 1903. 



No. 2622-1903. 

Otto C. Krag, Alexander, 1 

V. j- Loss in transit, 

Iowa Cbntral Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 10, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was for damaj^es sustained in shipping a buffet. While 
the Board has no jurisdiction in such matters, the case was taken up with the 
railwav company with the hope of having the claim adjusted. The railway com- 
pany, however, disclaimed that they were responsible in the amount claimed, and 
that they had authority to return the buffet to the shipper and have it repaired at 
the railway company's expense, which the company would agree to. As Com- 
mission could do nothing further the case was closed . 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2623—1903. 

Citizens of CoMMiNgs, 

Chicago Great Western Railway \ ^^hcation of depoU 
Company. 

Petition and complaint filed November 13, 1902. 

The petition in thidCftse recited that the said Chloago Great Western Rallwaj. company, hav- 
ing been engaged for several montha in making a cat of considerable length and depth through 
the Commlngs hill in order to facilitate the movement of trains with greater ease over tald hill, 
have not transferred the rnnning of all tialns to the new lowered tracks located in said ont, leav- 
ing the depot as it originally stood. Adjusted, the level of the original grade from which all trains 
have been withdrawn, and as said cat is of some half mile in length and ranges from one foot In 
depth at the ends to ten to fifteen feet through the greatest portion of Its length, and since the 
depot building, as it now stands, is loc^ated centrally as to the length of said oat, hence the said 
depot is now sitoated upon the embankment of ten to twelve feet above the tracks now used by 
the said railway company at this point, as is evidenced by a flight of twelve ten-inch steps prepared 
for the ascent and descent of passengers. The embankment being left a? It was when excavated 
by the steam shovel, is very steep and abrupt, and these steps, resting as they do against the 
embankment and at the same an^^le, are also equally as steep and abrupt, thus making their usage 
very difficult and eminently dangerous in the darkness of night, or in any kind of stormy weather, 
and in case they should be covered with snow or ice, passage up or down them would be alm(»t 
impossible, even by the most supple, while, if covered with sleet, no use whatever could be made 
of them, and as these steps are the only means of elevating and lowering of luggage, it requires 
no argument to prove the great inconvenience in the movement of freight and baggage to and 
from the tracks under this condition of circumstances ; or with but one employe as is carried by 
the road at this station, the movement of either freight or baggage of any degree of weight or 
bulk would be utterly impossible, except by the use of some device of machinery by steam or 
electricity. It has been the custom of those sending out or receiving freight or baggage over said 
railroad at this station to place it when delivered for shipment at a point on the platform so that 
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It may be plaoed on the train at oace without farther handling, or, if receiving such freight or 
baggage, to take it direct from where left on the platform when unloaded from the cars, thus 
greatly facilitating matters as to time, wear and tear, or damage incident from unnecessary 
handling of those goods, and especially is this true of the merchants and business concerns doing 
business at this station ; but this favor has been entirely withdrawn from its patrons by the present 
arrangements of the said railway company. As all freight or baggage, whether light or heavy, 
must now be transferred up or down this embankment before it can be received or sent away. 
Hence, for the reasons herein stated, it is the earnest request and appeal of the petitioners whose 
signatures this instrument bears, and of the entire patronage of the Chicago Qreat Western Bail- 
way company at this i>olnt, that the Railroad Commissioners exercise the authority vested in then& 
by securing an Immediate adjustment of the matter herein complained of, by demanding, and, if 
necessary, compelling said Chicago Great Western Railway company to place its depot at this station 
on a level with the new main line as now used in a similar manner and with equal conveniences 
as it was placed to the original grade and tracks before they were transferred to the places they 
now occupy In the cut . 

The matter wai taken up at once with the railway company, and after consider- 
able correspondence and several personal conferences had been held, the railway 
company advised the Board on May 15, 1903, that the work of moving^ the depot 
was under way. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2624—1903. 

G. B. Hall, Wesley, '] 

V. ' 

Chicago. Milwaukeb & St. Paul \ SUe for coal sheds . 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed November 17. 1902. 

Complaint in this case was that additional room was needed on side track for 
handling coal, but the complainant was unable to get any satisfaction in his ap- 
plication to the railroad company. 

The Commissioners by correspondence brought the complainant and railway 
company together, with result that an adjustment was made to the reasonable 
satisfaction of Mr. Hall. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2625-1903. 
D. M. Gallhntine, Van Cleve, 

V. 

Iowa Central Railway 
Company. 



Fencing, 



Complaint filed November 18, 1902. 

Complainant stated that right of way fence was down and should be repaired 
at once, as his cattle were running over the country. Fence was repaired by rail- 
way company. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2626—1903. 

N. A. Wright, Herring, 1 

« ^' „, ^ )- Site for coal sheds , 

Chicago & North-Wbstbrn Railway j 

Company. J 

Complaint filed November 19, 1902. 

Complainant stated that be bad tried to lease ground from railway company to 
build coal bouse upon, but bad been unable to accompliib wbat be desired. He 
furtber said be bad recently shipped in thirteen cars of coal. 

. The case was taken up at once with the railway company with result that the 
site was granted to Mr. Wright. * 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2627—1903. 

S. B. Packard, Marshalltown , ] 

V. 1^ Overcharge. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed November 19, 1902. 

This was not really a complaint, but an inquiry as to certain rates which be bad 
paid on shipment of cattle. Upon investigation it was found a small overcharge 
had been made; which was promptly refunded by the railway company. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2628-1903. 

W. H. Mitchell, Sioux City, 1 

v. i 

WiLLMAR & Sioux Falls Railway U^proper operation of bridge lifie , 

Company. j 

Complaint filed November 20, 1902. 
Complaint in this case was as follows: 

I write to call yonr attention to a matter that should receive yonr attention at once. It is 
conoemlng the Sioux City Street Railway company and the Great Northern Hallway company 
crossing the combination bridge which spans the Missouri river at Sioux City, Iowa, to South Sioux 
City, Neb. This morning as the 6:45 A. m. street car left South Sioux City for Sioux City. Iowa, 
and due at 7 ▲. m. at Fourth and Pierce streets in Sioux City, Iowa, and when the car was a little 
over one fourth of the way across the bridge, the Great Northern freight train pulled onto the 
bridge from the Iowa side. The street car had to stop and back up and just as it got off the bridge 
and the train could clear the street car the trolley came off and the car stopped. Had the 
troUej come off any sooner we would have been knocked off the trestle twenty feet below. 

Do railroad trains have to stop before crossing all drawbridges in Iowa and Nebraska? 

Klndlj give this matter your early attention so that people can have their lives reasonably 
aafe while riding in the street cars on this bridge. 

Three times in the past week this same thing has occurred. 
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The complaint wai taken up with the railway company at once, but the g:en- 
eral superintendent, in a letter dated December 8, 1902, said the complaint should 
be addressed to the officers of the Combination Elridg^e Company , of which the 
Willmar & Sioux Falls Railway company was a tenant. 

Later a petition was received asking the Board to investigate the matters com- 
plained of. Before the Commissioners completed their investigations Mr. Mitch- 
ell, for petitioners, asked that nothing further be done, as he thought the matter 
would be adjusted all right. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2629-1903. 
Voss Lumber Company, Jewell, 

Chicago & Nort Jwestern Railway ^ ^^^'^ ^^ ''^^^'^ «^^' 
Company. 

Complaint filed December 4, 1902. 
Complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are having a little troable over the lease of some railroad ground. The sitoatlon 1< this: 
We have been doing bnslnees on lots 6, 8, 7, 8 and 9. We and our predecessor have been on the 
same ground for over twenty years. Now a large elevator concern starts in coal business thia 
year and demanded lots 8 and 9, where our coal- house, lime-honse and sash door house stands. 
We conceded lot to them; they still demand lot 8. Being a large elevator company they 
received the preference from the Chicago & North* Western Railway company. Oar lease does 
not expire till July 1, 1905. By compelling us to give up lot 8 we have no ground to put our coal- 
house on, except lot 1, which is clear out of our way. 

The matter was taken up at once with the railway company, with result that 
an amicable adjustment was made and the case closed. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2630—1903. 

R. H. Spencer, Als^ona, 1 

^ r> ' T a \ Refusal to receive and forward freight , 

Chicago, Rock Island & | * 

Pacific Railway Company , J 

Complaint filed December 9, 1902. 

This was a case of misunderstanding and the Board, bringing the parties 
together, the misunderstanding was removed. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



257 



No. 2631— 1S03. 

DuBUQUK & Sioux City Railway 
Company, 

V. 

JrssbL. Hoglb, btal. 



Condemnaiion . 



J 



Complaint filed December 9, 1902. 

This was petition for right to condemn additional ground for railroad purpo' es^ 
Date was fixed for hearing but the attorneys for the company advised the Board 
that they would obtain the land otherwise and the petition was withdrawn. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



' Opening Thirty-Seventh streets 



No. 2632-1903. 
Samuel Tylrr, Des Moines, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company and the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul I 

Railway Company. J 

Petition filed December 11, 1902. 

This was a request for the opening of Thirty- Seventh street crossing the tracks 
of the respondent railway companies. The case was laid before the officials of the 
railway companies. 

It developed that no street had been established over and across the rights of 
way of the railway companies, and the case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moinesi Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



j. Overcharge. 



No. 2633-1903. 
G. Matzingbr, Slater, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed December 17, 1902. 

Mr. Matzinger filed with the Board expense bill showing shipment of three bulls 
from Harlan to Slater, 121 miles, on which be claimed that overcharge had been 
made. The Commissioners investigated the claim, found there was an over- 
charge of $6 30 which the company refunded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
• 17 
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No. 2634-1903. 

H. E. BiNKLBY, Cherokee, ^ 

V. \ Unjust discriminaiion. 

Illinois Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed December 19, 1902. 

The complaint in this case was unjust discrimination on rate on potatoes from 
various points as compared with rates to his point. The matters complained of 
were interstate and it developed that no discrimination was practiced but that an 
overch&rge had been made on a shipment to Cherokee which the company was 
ready to refund . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No 2635—1903. 
Town of Nkw Sharon, 1 

^* _ V Condition of street crossings . 

Iowa Central Railway | 

Company. J 

Complaint filed December 27, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of Iowa : 

QsNTLSMSZT,--Theoomplainaiit herein, the town of New Sharon, represents: 

1. That it is a manioipal corporation in the county of Mahaska, organized and acting onder 
the laws of the State of Iowa, and that it trans^acts the business of a municipal cori>oration. 

2. That the population of waid town is thirteen hundred ; that it covers a conslderiJ>le plat of 
ground, laid out in streets, alleys and other public ways. That a plat of that part of the city in 
which complaint is made, is hereto attached marked Exhibit * *A' ' and made a part of this peti- 
tion. That said plat shows the streets, alleys and other public ways, and right of way with the 
main line and switch of the Iowa Central Railroad, and the same is referred to as a part of this 
petition. 

8. That the railroad track and switch of the Iowa Central Railroad, a railroad Corporation, 
runs through said town or city from north to south. That there is a large part of the population 
of the town of Sharon east of said railroad, and part north of said railroad. That part north of 
said railroad being known as the Newton branch of the Iowa Central Railroad, which branch 
runs from southeast to northwest substantially. That on the north side of said branch is a large 
part of the town of Sharon, thickly settled. That the business part of paid city is west from the 
main line and south from the Newton branch. Thattherearemany streets running north and 
south and east and west acros-s the main line and the switch and the Newton branch. 

4. That the Iowa Central Railroad has been making a cut along the right of way of said rail- 
road, commencing at about the north line of the corporation of said town and extending through 
and to the t-outh edge of said corporation. That they have been at work for a period of more than 
eight months. That they have made no adequate provision for the switching of their trains and 
cars, that said switching has been done on the main line of the Newton branch which crosses East 
Market street about seventy-five feet west of the main line of said railroad, Mid also crosses 
North Main street immediately north and opposite the poitoffice and business part of said town. 
That they refuse to make adequate crossings, and refuse to keep the inadequate crossings which 
they now have free from obstructions and continually obstructed. 

6. That running from north to south the cut of the main line of said railroad and part of the 
line of the Newton branch is twelve feet by fourteen feet deep. That there Is no safe and adequate 
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crossing orer Bald cat, and that none could be maintained except an overhead crossing. That a 
crossing down one side of said cat and ap to and over woald be dangerous and inadequate. That 
said railroad company refuses to make the overhead crossing, and refuses to make adequate 
orossingd at any of said streets. That some of the streets have been entirely closed with no kind 
of crossings, reqoirlng the citizens in that part of the corporate limits to travel from one fourth to 
one half mile to the crossings, out of the ordinary, usual and proper causeways and across and 
over and through the streets and alleys that have been maintained for more than thirty years. 

0. That all of said streets and railroads affected are marked, platted and described on the 
plat hereto attached and referred to as Exhibit "A" and make a part hereof and reference is 
hereby made to the same. 

7. That the complainants have repeatedly requested that adequate crossings be maintained 
and that overhead crossings at two or more places are the only adequate crossings, and that 
said defendants have absolutely refused to comply with the said notices and requests and still 
refuse, through their officers, agents and employes, and through them have said that they will 
not put in or maintain crossings which complainants believe are the only adequate and neceseary 
crossings. 

Wherefore, your complainants appeal to and solicit the aid and assistance of your honorable 
body and ask and invite you to fix a date and visit and view said premises to more fully inform 
yourselves, and that you serve said defendants, the railrohd c mpany, with proper notices, and 
that you view these premises and determine the rights between the complainants and railroad com- 
panj as to the obstruction of said streets, alleys and other public ways, and that yon direct and 
determine in relation to the overhead crosssings and in relation to the switch and cars standing 
on the streets and alleys and that you enter an order directing the said railroad company com- 
pelling them to put in overhead crossings and that they open said streets and alleys in a proper 
and safe manner. That you order the railroad company to put in at least two overhead cross- 
ings and that you fully investigate, find and determine what is right in the premises, for the 
protection of the public against the encroachments, and wrongs herein continued. 

The answer of the railway company to this petition is as follows : 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Committioners, Des Moines, Iowa: 

OiBNTLBinsN, —The Iowa Central Railroad company by way of answer to the complaint of the 
town of New Sharon filed herein on the 22d day of December, 1902, respectfully represents: 

1. That it is, as charged in the complaint, a railway corporation and as such was, at the date 
of the filing of this complaint and for many years prior thereto,, operating a continuous line of _ 
railway from the town of Centerville, in Appanoose county, northward through the State of 
Iowa and to the city of Albert Lea in the State of Minnesota ; also a branch line leaving its msin* 
line at Oskaloosa to the eastern boundary of the ^tate of Iowa, thence to the city of Peoria in the 
State of Illinois. 

2. That for the purpose of more economical operation of said road and to meet the demands 
of commerce to be handled over its lines, it was found necessary to make a complete revision of 
its alignment and grades at many points in the State of Iowa, one of which was at the town of 
New Sharon, comi^lainsnt herein; th^t at this point, in order to reach the ruling grade estab- 
lished by this defendant upon its line, it was necessary to deepen its cut within the limits of the 
town of New Sharon to an additional depth of about twelve feet, which work is still unfinished ; 
that the same U being carried on entirely upon its own right of way and with the least possible 
inconvenience to the people of the town of New Sharon and surrounding vicinity. 

& That prior to the commencement of this work a complete plan for the revision of thii4 
work grade through the town of New Sharon was prepared by the chief engineer of the defend- 
ant company and the municipal officers of the town fully acquainted with the work to be under. 
taken and accomplished ; that no objection was made on the part of the town, complainant, to the 
proposed work and the council of said town has, from time to time, been consulted as to the con- 
venience of the public in the manner of passing over the tracks and right of way of this company 
daring the progress of this work. 

4. That during the month of September, 1002, and while the work herein explained was in 
progresp, the chief engineer of the defendant submitted to the town council of the town of New 
Sharon, a complete proposition netting forth the plans for permanent bridges over such streets 
as was thought necessary to accommodate the public and the town of New Sharon, and the same 
were agreed to and were sati^ifaotory to the town council. 

6. That there are but three streets in the town of New Sharon that cross the \\ ork in prog- 
ress, the first or most easterly street is now open as a grade crossing npon the newly established 
grade of the railroad, and is the street adjoining on which the new depot location was selected 
and the new depot building built. The first open street north of this and the one principally 
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traveled, to and from the town of New Sharon, is now famished with a temporary bridge with 
a roadway sixteen feet wide, which was erected after a conference with the town anthorities and 
to their satisfaction. The next open street north of this one is at present crossed at grade, and 
the town anthorities have agreed that no temporary structure need be built over this street, but 
will wait until the work is completed, at which time a permanent structure will be constructed. 
This street has been unfrequently used for travel acd a temporary bridge Is not necessary. 

0. That the work necessary, contemplated and undertaken at New Sharon required the exca- 
vation of a large part of the depot grounds, making it impossible to provide additional side track 
facilities during the progress of the work; that this work was undertaken early in the spring of 
1902, with the full Intent of comple Ing the same within tMt year, and to provide the station with 
suitable side track and shipping facilities adequate to the business demands of the station ; that 
owing to the unfavorable weather conditions commencing soon after the work was undertaken 
and continuing during the entire season, It was Impossible to fully complete the w^ork within the 
time intended, and with greatly increased cost and disadvantage to the railway company was 
necessarily carried over for completion In the ensuing year; that it la the purpose of the defend- 
ant, at the earliest possible time, when weather conditions will permit, to complete the work so 
undertaken, and when done the station of New Sharon will be fully supplied with edequate side 
tracks and facilities of every character suited to the necessities and convenience of the business at 
that station, and permanent bridges will be constructed over the right of way and tracks of the 
company at said crossings in accordance with an understanding had with the town authorities, 
and that travel upon the highways, not only In the town' of New Sharon, but to and from the 
same, shall be provided with adequate crossings. 

7. That this defendant has not subjected the people of the town of New Sharon to unneces- 
sary or unreasonable Inconvenience in the progress of its work, but on the contrary, has provided 
adequate facilities for crcsslng its tracks and right of way and will continue to do so until the 
work undertaken at this station la fully completed when permanent crossings will be provided. 

8. That daring the progress of the work at this station a number of work trains were em- 
ployed In addition to the regular trains in service upon the line which may have occasioned more 
or less obstruction of the grade crossings in the town but special orders were issued from the 
operating department that this should not unneoeysarily occur ; that the work trains have now 
been withdrawn from service at this point and that no unusual obstruction of the crossings in the 
town of New Sharon is now made and that whatever Inconvenience may have arisen because of 
enforced conditions at this point and from causes herein explained, have now ceased and will 
hereafter be entirely avoided. 

The to\^Q of New Sharon by its attorneys, Messrs. A. R. Dewey, Bolton & 
Bolton and S. V. Reynolds, stated in reply to the above answer that the town was 
willing that the case should stand postponed or continued until such time as the 
railroad company should have ample time to complete their improvements and 
make proper crossings as alleged in their answer, etc. At a later date the Com- 
missioners were informed by the Hon. A. R. Dewey that the matter bad been ad- 
justed to the satisfaction of all concerned . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



I 

}- Undergrade farm crossing . 



No. 2636-1903. 
E. D. Barnbtt, Linden, ] 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 3, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

Pakora, Iowa, May SI, 19(i2. 
To the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa 

COMPLAINT. 

B. D. Bamett, a resident and citizen of Guthrie county, Iowa, respeotftdly complains and 
says that he is, and since the Istday of March, 1902, has been the owner of the west one hundred 
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acres of the northeast quarter of section thirteen (18) In township seventy-nine (79) north of 
range thirty (90) west of the fifth P. M. . In said Gnthrle county, and has resided thereupon ; 
that the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, a corporation, as this complainant Is 
Informed and verily believes, organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, or those of 
Illinois, owns and operates a line of railroad which crosses said land diagonally from a point 
about five rod<< we^t of the southeast corner thereof, running thence through said land in a 
direction nearly northwest by west, leaving the same on the west line thereof at a point about 
seventy (VO) rods north of its southwest corner; that the said railroad was constructed on Its 
present line more than twenty (20) years ago ; that at a point about thirty (80) rods from where it 
enters said land on the east a small branch of running water coming from nearly north crosses 
said llneof railroad, the same being spanned at the present time, andhavingbeen bo spanned ever 
since the construction of said railroad by a wooden bridge about eighty-five feet in length, 
having six (B) bents, spans or intervali between supports and with its track about twenty-four 
feet above said branch; that the said supports are posts of large size deeply embedded in the 
ground, amply strengthened by cross timbers and plank, and by its height and width has ever 
since the construction of said railroad afforded complainant and his grantor an undergrade 
crossing fully sufficient for the passage of teams and stock of every kind without danger to them 
or detriment in any way to said railroad company, or to said railroad. 

Th it there is at this time no other grade or other crossing on complainant's said land over 
said railroad, nor 1^ there any place on said land on the line of said railway where another oroes- 
ing could be made without entailing great inconvenience, expense and trouble to complainant, 
and danger to himself, his flimily and employes, as well as to his stock of every kind, at such 
crossing, and also said railway company, for the following, among other reasons, to wit : 

1. But a small portion of complainant's said land lies to the south of said llneof railroad, 
that is to say, about twenty acres, but upon this is located his dwelling house, barn and other 
outbuildings (his dwelling house and barn built before said railroad was constructed^, as well as 
his barnyard, shed<4, and shelter generally, for his said stock; but as aforesaid, the greater part of 
his said farm, including the larger part of hlb hay land and nearly all his land in cultivation, 
lies to the north side thereof, 

2. That by reison of such conditio as he must necessarily cross said line of railroad when- 
ever he hauls his grain to his barn when gathered or harvested, the mosD of his hay, and largely all 
of his farm products; must nights and mornings cross it with his sheep, of which he has a large 
flock, to secure them from dogjj; must haul all his feed for his fattening cattle and hogs, of which 
he has already quite a number and expects to habitually keep many more, since his is practically 
a ** stock" farm; that is to say, it Is, or rather has been, with the aforesaid undergrade cross- 
ing intact, peculiarly adapted to the keeping, bre.-ding and rearing of stock, to wit: cattle, 
horses, sheep and hogs for ultimate sale, and only for these purposes, and with this object In 
view, can said farm be made remunerative and profitable. 

8. That with even the amount of stock this complainant now has upon his said farm the 
necessarily frequent crossing said railroad track from one side to the other at grade could not 
but be greatly dangerous to the lives of the members of his family, or his employes in charge of 
said stock, and to said stock as well. 

That notwithstanding the premises, all of which were well known to the said railway com- 
pany through its employee; notwithstanding that for more than twenty years complainant 
through his grantors had held open and adverse possesion of said undergrade crossing, as he is 
creditably informed and verily believes, under color of right or title, though It is possible he 
could not prove the same; and notwithstanding the fact that by "filling in" at the east end of 
said crossing the bridge spanning said branch can be considerably shortened without interfering 
wl h the fiow of said branch or with the rights and conveniences of complainant and at compara- 
tively trifling expense, the said railway company on the 30th day of May, 1902, caused to be 
dumped into and upon said undergrade crossing of complainant seven carloads of gravel or 
dirt, whereby said crosn.ng is so effectually obstructed and injured as to be of scarcely any prac- 
tical value to him, and said railway threatens to flll said crossing entirely. 

That this complainant has now no crossing over or under said railroad track, though he long 
ago stated to the proper representative of said company in that behalf, who interviewed him upon 
the subject, tha!^ while protesting against the filling up or destruction, or the obstruction, of his 
said undergrade crossing, if he must be deprived of it, or it-t u^e, and take a crossing at grade, 
that as his only alternative he preferred that said grade crossing be made at a point which he 
indicated about fifteen rods east of said bridge, which though greatly to his damage as aforesaid 
would be better for him than no crossing whatever. 

This complainant by reason of the premises, a«iks that your honorable Board make inquiry 
and investigate the matters and things pertainlngliereto, part of which are herein recited, and 
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that yoQ make stich order, or order-*, In reference thereto, directed to said railway company, as 
to yon seems just, eqaitable and proper under the circumstaaces of this case and the law gorern- 
ing the same. 

Answering this. c:}m plaint the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway com- 
pany said: 

Replying to yours of the 3d instant relative to complaint of Mr. B. D. Barnett. of Linden, 
Iowa: The bridge referred to is a five-span trestle about ninetj-two feet long and twenty- 
five feet high and it is onr intention to fill this bridge, putting in an eight by eight rail top 
culvert which will afford safflcient water way without backing water up onto Mr. Barnett's land. 
Such a culvert can be used nine months out of the year for a cattle pass, as the creek goes dry after 
the spring rains. 

About five hundred feet west of this bridge a public highway crosses our track which is aooes- 
sible from Mr. Barnett's feed yards and we can, if necessary, furnish him a private grade crossing 
about four hundred teet we-tt of the bridge with good ea«<y approaches. 

I think after further investigation you will agree with us that Mr. Barnett has no cause for 
complaint in this respect. 

The case was the subject of considerable correspondence, Mr. Barnett claim- 
ing that the management of the railroad company had. been misinformed, and 
that more careful consideration should be given his complaint. Toe Commission- 
ers in response to this received the following from Mr. H. R. Williams, general 
manager of tbe railroad company: 

Since the matter was first brought up, we have had the present structure repaired and put in 
good shape for a year. In the meantime, we will have the drainage area carefully investigated 
in order to determine the sise of the opening which should be provided to take the water, with a 
view of constructing a permanent culvert at that point later on. 

This was two years ago since which time no further complaints have been 
received from Mr. Barnett. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903, 



No. 2637—1903. 
Citizens of Arnold's Park, 1 

V. I 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul \ ^PP^^^^^^on for elevator site , 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed May 13, 1902. 

The original petition in this case follows: 

To the Railway Commi$sioner$ of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, Mayor and Councilman of Arnold's Park, Dickinson county, Iowa, 
would most respectfully set forth the following : 

That our town contains inhabitants; that we are situated on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 

Paul Railway, in a good farming territory of progressive farmers ; that our people have to haul 
their coal five mile.-} or more and that there are no coal sheds or elevator located here and that the 
said Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, have neglected or refused to locate the 
same upon their right of way although they have been petitioned to do so ; that there are parties 
here who are willing to erect a good elevator and coal sheds and operate the business the year 
around. Therefore we %vould mosC respectful! 7 ask your Commissioners to investigate this 
matter at your earliest convenience with a view to locating the same. 

The matter was taken up with the railroad company, and at a later date 
resulted in the parties being granted the site for building of elevator. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2638-1903. 
L. O. Amundson, Radcliffe, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Wsstsrn Railway 
Company. 



Open farm crossing . 



Complaint filed April 30. 1902. 

On April 30, 1902, Mr. L O Amundson of Radclifife, Iowa, called at Railroad 
Commissioners' office and asked that the Board investigate his claim for an open 
crossing over the Chicago & North- Western Railway leading from his dwelling 
house to the public highway, and made the following statement concerning the 
same: That he owns a farm in section 25, Lincoln township, Hamilton county, 
Iowa, through which the Chicago & North* Western Railway company's right of 
way runs, cutting off his only way to the publib highway; that the only crossing 
over said right of way now maintained by the railway company is the usual cross- 
ing with heavy gates, instead of which crossing Mr. Amundson desires an open 
crossing maintained, which is his only way to the public school and to his market 
at Radcliffe; that his barns and dwelling house are about fifty rods from the right 
of way; that there are about forty acres of plow land across the right of way from 
over which he must pass to work it. 

The railroad company, in answer to this complaint, said: 

We have Kiven it a very careful investigation and it is shown that bj opening np a short lane 
to the highway ea.«t of Mr. Amondson'a place, he can reach his property on the south side of the 
track. This is a little longer distance than it would be to open a crossing at the point desired, 
but it will be readiiy recognized that, as a matter of safety, it is best to establish these open 
crossings only where absolutely necedsary, a^ they are a source of great danger, and, for this 
reason, it is felt by the management that Mr. Amundson should arrange to use the crossing on 
the east and thereby avoid creating a situation which might at any time lead to a serious 
accident. 

While the Commissioners appreciated the condition that Mr. Amundson was 
in it was not such a case that they could order an open crossing, and the com- 
plainant had other means of reaching the highway. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2639—1903. 
A. A. Berry Sbbd Company, 

Cl ARINDA , 

V. 

Cehcago Ac North-Wbstern 

Railway Company. J 



Refusal to receive and forward freight. 



Complaint filed April 24. 1902. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We have a quantity of corn scored at Sloan, Iowa, and have been shipping seed corn to quite 
an extent from there thi<3 season, as it was a good crop in that section. We have had quite a bit 
of trouble in getting the proper freight rates, however. The regular freight rate to Council 
Bluffs from Sloan is six cents per hundredweight, but to Kansas City and Atchison, Kansas, the 
through freight rate is placed at seveutcen cents per hundredweight, while on the same connect- 
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ing road from the Bariington & Misaonri from Oooncil Bluffs (also the Missouri Pacific), it is 
onlj six cents and a fraction per hundredweight. In shipping to points other than the two 
named, on this side, the freight rate advance charges to Council Bluffs is only six cents and ft 
fraction. Now, we do not see how they can charge this way. We hare a good number of 
expense bills that we expect to put in a claim for, to the Chicago & North- Western Railway com- 
|)aay for rebate. We have a claim in one instance where they held a shipment at Pacific Junc- 
tion for eight days, and as the shipment was for Dallas, Texas, the season was over before the 
«orn reached there and was refused. We had to sell it out as feeding corn, when it was high- 
priced seed corn. The Chicago & North- Western Railway company has been acting very con- 
trary and giving us quite a bit of trouble, as they wish to ship this to Chicago, and get a lonj; 
liaul, and most of the market is in the south. We have just sold 10,000 busheU to the Atchison 
liive Stock Company, of Atchison, Kansas, and herewith enclose a letter we received from them, 
after we accepted their offer. Now, the agent says they will not let us rebill this corn nor will 
they give us cars to ship it in to Council Bluffs, having refused to do so today. We could reload 
on the Burlington cars if they would let us have the North- Western cars to ship to Council Bluffs. 
We ask that you kindly tell us if they can prevent us or refuse to furnish cars to ship our prod- 
uct in . It will cost us one cent per bushel more to reload. 

Please explain this matter fully, and bring force to bear upon thet^e people that we may have 
our rights. We have just received a message from the Atchison Live Stock Company as follows : 
* 'Can you get a Missouri Pacific car and load at once?" In conversation with the agent at Sloan 
today, he said he would not furnish another car to bill to Council Bluffs or Omaha, or furnish any 
to rebill. What are our rights in this matter, and what can be done ? 

The Commissioners apon receipt of the above took the case up by wire as well 
ai by mail with the respondent railway company. Mr. P. P. Eyman, assistant 
general freight agent wrote the Board on April 26th, saying among other things: 

We have through tariffs from points in Iowa, inducing Sloan to Atchison, which we under- 
stand ara entirely satisfactory to aU shippers. If these parties will put in an order with our agent 
at Sloan, advising how many cars are wanted for corn going to Atchison or other southwestern 
points, and si>ecify on what lines south of Council Bluffa they wish to ship this corn, we will be 
In hopes to get cars for them promptly and move them loaded at once to Council Bluffs, or other 
Junction points, for delivery to the connecting line. We are unable to get oars from connecting 
lines for this traffic, unless orders are placed with our agent by the parties who are to load the 



The Board wrote Mr. Eyman upon receipt of his letter again asking why the 
company declined to ship corn to Council Bluffs. Mr. Eyman wrote as follows: 

Answeringyourfavor of April 24th with further reference to the complaint of the A. A. 
Berry Seed Company, beg to say that as we understand this proposition, the shippers notify us 
that the final destination of the grain is Atchison, Kan. , and that is in no sense of the word a 
local shipment from Sloan to Council Bluffs. We are now advised that the Berry Seed Com- 
pany have placed orders with our agent at Sloan, for Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy cars in 
which to handle the business through to southwestern points, and we will endeavor to furnish 
these cars and handle them in accordance with our through tariffs as promptly as possible. 
There has, so far as I know, been no question at any time as to the shipment of local grain from 
filoan to Council Bluffs involved in this matter. 

At a later date the Commissioners wrote the complainant as follows : 

The rate fixed in Iowa by the Commissioners is a maximum rate, more than which the rail- 
way companies may not charge without being subject to the heavy penalties provided by law. 
The question in your case would be whether the haul from Sloan to Council Bluffs was a State 
shipment or only a portion of an interstate shipment. If a State shipment, then there can be no 
<lue9tion as to the application of the Commissioners' rat^s, and the company's agent could hardly 
claim the right to refuse to bill the corn to Council Bluffs. 

The Commissioners also addressed a letter to the attorney general upon the 
questions involved, and this letter, together with the reply, is herein printed: 

May 7, 1902. 
HoH. Cha.9. W. MxTLLiA^r, Attorney General, State of Iowa: 

Dbab Sib, —A question has arisen in this oifice on which the Commissioners would be pleased 
t*> have your opinion. The case presented is substantially as follows : 
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The A. A. Berry Seed Company, of Clarinda, Iowa, had corn at Sloan, Iowa, situated on the 
Chioago & North- Western Railway which they desired to ship to some point In Kansas. Upon in- 
vestigation they found that the Iowa Commissioners' rate from Sloan to Council IBluffs, plus the 
local rate Council Blnffd to destination would be le»s than the through rate as offered by the 
<Jlilcago & North- Western Railway company, consequently ordered the corn shipped Sloan to 
CouBoil Bluff', at which latter point they expected to unload it themselves, haul by team to the 
railway which wouldkleliver the corn to its destination. 

The OhicaKO & North- Wesrern Ra'lway company declined to either bill the corn to Council 
Bluffs, or aa the Board understand<9 it, to appljc the Iowa Commi^ioners' rate to such shipment, 
•claiming that it was not a State haul but only a portion of an interstate i-hipment. 

The point upon which the Commissioners desire to have your opinion is this : Under circum- 
stances of this kind would the shipment Sloan to Council Bluffs be a State shipment and subject to 
the Iowa Commissioners' rates, rules and regulations, or is it a part of an interstate haul and sub- 
ject only to the lawa governing that class of shipmenth? 

Toar answer will be greatly appreciated by the Board. 

Thb Board of Ratlboad CoMMiasioNERS, 
By DwiGHT N . LiBWiS, Secretary. 

SiBS, —I am in receipt of your favor of the 7th instant asking my opinion as to whether a 
shipment of grain from a point in the State of Iowa on one line of railroad, to Coandl Bluffs, 
another point within the State, there to be taken by the consignor and by him reshipped to some 
-other point without the State of Iowa, fa' Is within the interstate commerce, or whether it is the 
transportation of property by a common carrier wholly within the State, and therefore subject 
to the juri^iiction of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State. In reply I submit the 
following opinion : 

The case as stated by your secretary, and a* I understand it. Is this : 

The A. A. Berry Seed Company of Clarinda, Iowa, have seed com in the possession of their 
agent av Sloan, Iowa. They desire to ship this corn from Sloan, Iowa, to Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
•over the Chicago & 2Corth- Western Railway, and have applied for cars for that purpose, which 
have been refused on the ground that the transportation from Sloan to Council Bluffs constitutes 
•only a a part of the carriagt) of the com, as it is destined to be shipped to points beyond the State, 
the purpose of the Berry Seed Company being to bill the corn from Sloan to Council Bluffs and 
there have the same delivered to them to be afterward shipped by them to its destination over 
another line of railway. 

I am clearly of the opinion that the contention of the Chicago k North-Western Railway can- 
not be maintained. The case does not fall within the class which has been declared by the courts 
to be Interstate commerce. 

It is unquestionably true that where goods are delivered to a common carrier which only trans- 
ports the same within the limits of the State, and then delivers them to another common carrier 
for transportation to a point beyond the State line, the transportation by the first carrier is inter- 
state commerce, although it does not take the goods beyond the limits of the State. This was 
held in the leading case of The Daniel Ball, 10 Wall. , 657, and the principle announced therein has 
since been closely adhered to by the subsequent deci:)ions ; but in all the cases where^ such trans- 
portation wholly within the State has been held to be interstate commerce, the goods or property 
^eliverel to the carrier within the State were designed to be transported by it and delivered to 
another common carrier to be transported beyond the State, without again coming Into po ses- 
sion of the consignor before delivery to the consignee. 

In the case under consideration the property is to be delivered to a common carrier at a point 
-within the Sate, and by it conveyed to another point within the State, and there delivered to the 
•consignor. When it is so delivered the consignor is at liberty to delivei- it to another common car- 
rier to be transported beyond the State, or to make • uch other dlspoeitlon thereof as he may see 
fit. So far as the first common carrier is concerned^ its entire responsib.Iity ceases when it deliv- 
•ers the goods to the consignor at the plaoeof destination within the State; and so far as such 
<sarrier is concerned it is purely a transaction wholly within the State, and does not come within 
the rules of interstate commerce. 

No reason can be assigned why a common carrier should refuse to accept goods or property 
tendered to it for transportation between two points within the State, because the owner thereof 
to whom such property is to be delivered at the destination within the State, intends to reshlp 
the same over the line of so ooe other common carrier to a point without the State. The transac- 
tion, so far as the original carrier is concerned, begins and ends within the State, and is therefore 
not only not within the rules of Interstate commerce, but is within the rules and regulations of the 
fltate Board of Railroad Commissloiers, 
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If the A. A. Berry Seed Oompanj wishes to ship its com at Sloan to Coonoil Bluffs for dlatrl^ 
bntlon to other points outside of the State, it has the absolute right to do so, and the North- West- 
ern Railway company ma^t furnish it cars and facilities for such shipment ; and so far as thait 
company is concerned, it is wholly immaterial what disposition the seed company makes of the 
property after it is delivered to them at Council Bluffs. It is not an interstate transaction ami 
the State Board of Railroad Commissioners has full power in the premises. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Chab. W. Mullav, Attorney General. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No 2640—1903. 
JosBPH Whytb, etal , BleDcoe, ] 

^ ^ ^' ,„ _ j- Application for gievator siU . 

Chicago & No&th-Westbrn Railway | 

Company. J 

Complaint filed March 19, 1902. 

Tbe case was an application for an elevator site in the town of Blencoei Iowa. 
Mr. R. H. Aishton, general superintendent, in answering the application , said: 

According to our records all thu la-.d owned by this company, at Blenooe, that could possibly b* 
u^ed for the construction of a grain elevator, is now under lease to other parties, and we do not feel 
that we can congiMtently require the cancellation of any of these leases in order to provide another 
location at this point, which is alrealy supplied with two elevators. 

The Commissioners kept up their endeavors to do something in this case, but 
Mr. Whyte abandoned bis efforts to procure the site. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



- Relocation of line* 



No. 2641—1903. 
GoLDBN Star Crbamery et al, Arcadia, 

V. 

Chicago & North-Western Railway 
Company . 

Complarint filed February 18, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

The undersigned citizens and residents of Arcadia, in Carroll county, and vicinity, represent 
to your honorable body, that the Chicago & North-Western Railway company, about the year 
1837, located and built the main line of the Chicago & North-Western Railway through what la the 
incorporate town of Arcadia, Iowa, and located a depot within what is now the bounds of the 
incorporated town of Arcadia, Iowa, and maintained the same and operated th-) said road through 
said incorporated town until December, A. D. 1901. 

That subsequent to the time said rodd was located through Arcadia and prior to December, 
1901, many stores, shops, warehouses and other buildings were erected in thH vicinity of the Cbl> 
cago & North-Western railway at Arcadia and a town of about four hundred inhabitants was built 
up and incorporated ; that on or about the year 1896, and while the Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company was maintaining a depot in paid town and operating it s main line through said town, 
the undersigned residents erected a creamery in the town of Arcadia in the vicinity of the Chicago 
& North- Western Railway dei>ot in said town as then located ; that during the summer of 1901 the 
Chicago & North-Western Railway company built a new track between Maple River Junction nnd 
West Side, Iowa, which does not pass through the incorporated town of Arcadia, Iowa, and on or 
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aboat December 1, 1901, they abandoned the track of said road mnning through the Incorporated 
town of Arcadia and at the present time are not operating trains on said track or maiatalning a 
depot within the incorp irated town of Arcadia, or its corporate limits. 

That the f ailnre of said company to maintain a depot within oald incorporated town, and o^ 
erate its road through such incorporatkm is a great damage and inconvenience to the residents of 
said town of Areadia and the general public. 

Wherefore your petitioners respectfully ask that the said Ohicago & North- Western Railway 
company be required to maintain a depot within the incorporated town of Arcadia and that they 
be required to operate through said town at least one passenger train and one freight train each 
way every twenty-four hours. 

Signed by shareholders of the Golden Star Creamery Company. 

The complaint was sent to the railway company, although the Commissioners 
did not assume any jurisdiction. It developed that the real issue was the removal 
of creamery to new location, the creamery company insisting that the railway 
company should be to the expense Of removal. The railroad company, however, 
refused to remove the creamery as suggested, stating thgt they had no objection to 
the creamery company doing so. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1. 1903. 



No. 2642—1903. 

Citizens Of Plbasamt Plain, 1 

V. I 

Chicago. Rock Island & p^^^.^ ^ I^econsirucHon of lin^. 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 5, 1902, 

The complainants in this case stated that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railrway company was making a change in the location of its line which would leave 
Pleasant Plain one mile to the west, and they objected to that. Also a letter was 
received from Mr. John F. Loehr, member of the town council, as follows: 

We appeal to yon on behalf of the citizens and property owners of Pleasant Plain* Iowa, to 
nee if yon can not do something for ns with the Chicago, Rock Islai d & Pacific Railway com- 
pany. The/ are leaving onr town about one and one half miles and we are damaged to a con- 
siderable extent by their doing po. It i^ the opinion of the citizens here that they have paid or 
agreed to iwy J. Harvey & Company quite a consideration to move their buildings to the new 
location with the expectation thac the rest would follow. There are poor people and widows 
that have their all here in property and wh'> will be greatly dama^^ed by the railroad pulling up. 
Is there any recourse? Let me hear from you. 

The Commissioners wrote the complainants as follows: 

Your communication of June 4th to this Board received, and while it is probably true that 
this Board has no authority to render you any ansi^tance in thi^ matter, complaint will be laid 
before the railroad company and it is possible that some arrangement may be made whereby the 
people of Pleasant Plain may have ready access to the new station. 

It is possible that your town may have vested rights that the railroad company would be 
obliged to respect, and If so, the courts, upon proper application, would protect such rights. 
Upon this subject it probably would be well for you to confer with some attorney who should be 
made acquainted with all the facts. 

After making further investigation the Board believed that it would have no 
right to take action in a case of this kind, and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2643-1903. 
£. FoBBS.etal, Glidden, 

^ ^' ^, „, « I- Location of stockyards. 

Chicago & North-Western Railway j 

Company. J 

Complaint filed June 2. 1902. 

The complainants in this case stated that the stock yards were located too close 
to residences and were very offensive to the people. The attention of the railroad 
company was called to these complaints, and the commissioners were afterwards 
advised that the yards were placed in proper con;}ition and the use of them 
restricted, thus minimizing the unpleasant condition. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2644-1903. 

C. McClelland, Des Moines, 1 

V. V Farm crossing. 

Inter Urban Railway Company. J 

Complaint Piled April 30, 1902. 

The complainant in this case called at the office of the Board and requested 
that the respondent company be compelled to furnish him a crossing. The Com- 
missioners visited the premises and suggested a msans of compromise that would 
afford Mr. McClelland proper accommodation. Before the agreement was made 
Mr. McClelland died. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. / 645— 1903. 

W. S. Furnas. Lisbon, 

r^ o ^7' „r I" Train senncc. 

Chicago & North-Western 



r 



Railway Company. 
Complaint filed April 22, 1902. 
Complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are unable to secure proper passenger accommodations at Lisbon for the west. The 
Chicago & North-Western Railway company fornishes no passenger service from 10. 45 P. K. until 
1.48 p. M. of the next day, for the west. 

We have a number of traveling men living at Lisbon and it works a great inconvenience and 
expense for them, as well as to all of our citizens wishing to take a west-boand train from Lisbon 
in the morning. The morning train, passing about 6. uO o'clock, stops at the Mount Vernon depot. 
It is nearly three miles, by wagon road, from Lisbon to the Mount Vernon depot. It is expensive 
and exceptionally inconvenient to hire transportation from Lisbon to Mount Vernon in order to 
take a forenoon train for the west. 

There are a large number of trains out of Cedar Rapids in all directions in the morning, and 
we need morning passenger service at Lisbon in order to make conneotions at Cedar Rapids. 

We trust you will take this matter up and see if you can give us some relief. 

Tour favors in this matter will be greatly appreciated by the citizens of Lisbon. 
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Answering this complaint, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, said: 

Replying to yours of the 28rd and returning copy of yonr letter addressed to the Board by 
Mr. W. S. Farnas of Lisbon, beg leave to pay : The c<>ndltions at this point are exactly similar 
to those at MechanicsriUe, regarding which we wrote you on the 22nd in»t. , and the same argu- 
ment will apply. No. 8, the train which is desired to make the stop, is a through train with 
Important connections, and to schedule It with any additional stops would dimply result in abso- 
lute inability to reach the terminal on anyw^here near scheduled time. 

Mount Vernon being so close to Lisbon the Commissioners did not feel war- 
ranted in ordering the stopping of the trains as requested. 

Des Moines, Iowa. December 1, 1903. 



No. 2646— 19C3. 
A. F. Jamison, Lohrville, 1 

Mason City & Fort Dodge \ Farm crossing , 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 25, 1902. 

In this case Mr. Jamison believed that he was entitled to an undergrade farm 
crossing. A vast amount of correspondence followed the filing of the complaint. 
The Commissioners went upon the ground and endeavored in every way possible 
to bring about an adjustment. The conditions were not such, under the law and 
the decisions of the supreme court, as to warrant the Board in ordering an under- 
grade crossing. However, some time later the company made an adjustment 
with Mr. Jamison that closed the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No, 2647—1903. 

IRVIN F. Wright, Corning, ^ 

Chicago, BurlinJton & Quincy [ ^^^^fficient number of trainmen. 

Railroad Company. j 

The complainant in this case stated that the respondent company was not 
using a sufficient number of trainmen on its trains to properly protect them. The 
Commissioners investigated the matter quite thoroughly but nothing was developed 
indicating any neglect on the part of the railway company jeopardizing public in- 
terests. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 
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No. 2648-1903, 

H. P. Powers, Moulton, 1 

^' y Two stations of sam^ name . 

Illinois Cbntral Railroad j 

Company. J 

Complaint filed October 28, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that the respondent railroad company had 
named a station in Pocahontas county "Moulton," the same as an old established 
town, postcffice and railroad station in Appanoose county, thus causing consider- 
able confusion. The respondent company upon having their attention called to 
this changed the name of their Moulton to Cora. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2649— 1«03. 
Citizens of Donley, 

V. 

Chicago , Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Company. 



Petition for depot . 



Complaint filed October 28, 1903. 

Petition in this case was numerously signed and requested the Board to order 
the building of a new depot and the installation of an operator at Donley, Iowa. 
Mr. John P. Ward also wrote the Board urging the facilities asked. The railroad 
company, by Mr. H. C. Nutt, superintendent, stated that there was no necessity 
for a larger depot than was already there and that certainly no agent was needed 
for the business. He stated that the entire receipts for shipments in and out at 
Donley was but $12 per month. The Commissioners asked Mr. Ward to give them 
certain information with respect to the population of Donley, amount of business 
done, etc. , but nothing further was heard from him. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



^ Street crossing. 



No. '2650—1903. 
Jambs M. Sherrick, et al , Croton. 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 27, 1902. 

This was a petition asking that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company be compelled to put in a crossing for public use where its track crossed 
Locust street in the town of Croton. The Commissioners laid this case before the 
officers of the company, and answer was made by Mr. Carroll Wright, as follows: 

Papers in connection with the request of certain parties at Croton to have a crossing opened 
for public use across the tracks operated by the Chicago, Rock Island & Paolflc' Railway company 
at what is termed Locust street, in the town of Croton, have been referred to me. 
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In answer to this request, I have to saj that in view of the location of the proposed crosssing, 
this company mnst decline to open a way across its tracks at that point. The crossing would be 
in the middle of oar yards a short distance west of our depot ; would be a serious inconvenience 
to the company and a source of danger to the traveling public. There is acroselng over our tracks 
of sixteen feet in width within 2fi0 feet of this proposed crosBlng. Locust street, referred to in the 
petition, is only twenty feet in width, and this crossing would be of no benefit to the general 
public, although it might be of some convenience, posi»ibly, to two or three parties. The crossing 
' is not needed by the citizens of Croton nor the general public. The present means of croeeins our 
tracks in the town of Oroton are entirely adequate, and the proposed crossing is in no means a 
necessity. Wecannot agree that there is any crosslDg of our tracks at what is called Locust 
street. Our railroad tracks were laid through the town of Croton, and the depot located with 
its sidetracks where they are now, in 1866. There never has been a crossing of our tracks at the 
proposed location, and if there ever was a right to a btreet acroiis our depot grounds at that point 
that right has long since been abandoned. 

We trust that the Board of Railroad Commissioners may at some early date personally inves- 
tigate the situation at Croton, for by such investigation we are satisfied a conclusion will be 
readily reached that no crossing at Locust street is either desirable or can be enforced. 

The Commissioners wrote Mr. Sherrick, asking for certain necessary infor- 
mation, as follows: 

Before the Board can do any thing further in this matter we must have positive information 
that the street or highway in question was either In legal existence before the railway was built, 
•or else was properly and legally laid out across the railway company's right of way as well as uu 
to and adjoining said right of way on either side thereof. In other words, it would not be suffi- 
cient to merely file a plat showing the location of such a street or highway across the railroad. 
There must have been obtained either the consent of the railway company for such a highway 
across this right of way or el>e such highway should be legally established across such right of 
way in same manner as is provided for opening a highway through any other private property. 
Of course, as noted above, if the highway or street was legally in existence before the railway 
was established, then It would not be nbeessary to take the steps outlined in the foregoing. 

The Commissioners await your further advice. 

The Commissioners were never furnished with the information requested. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2651-1903. 



City of Oelwein, ] 



Chicago Great Western Railway [ Conditional viiiduct. 
Company . J 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

This was a complaint that a viaduct was not in proper condition. The attention 
of the railroad company being called to it, the same was repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903 



No. 2652—1903. 

City of Mason City, 1 

V. \ Condition of viaduct. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

The Commissioners received the following ordinance from the city authorities 
of Mason City. 
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ORDINANCE No. 186 

An ordinancb declaring the nece-slty for reconstructing the viaduct of the Iowa Central Rail- 
way over East State street, In Mason City, Iowa: 

Be it Ordained by the City Council of Mason Cily^ Iowa : 

Section 1. That, It is hereby declared necessary for the safety and protection of the public to 
reconstnict the viaduct belonging to the Iowa Central Railway company, extending upon and 
over East State street. In the city of Mason Ctty, Iowa. Said viaduct shall be reconstructed under 
the supervision of the city council and the city engineer In accordance with plans and speciflca- 
tions^ 

Sec. 2. The city clerk is hereby instructed to notify the Board of Railroad Commivsioners of 
the passage of this ordinance, and request said Board to make an examination of the premises*. 
and determine whether or not the same be necessary for the public safety and convenience. 

Sec. 8. Said viaduct shall beslxt^-six feet In length, and of such height that there will be- 
fourteen feet in the clear between the lower portion of said viaduct and the top of the street, and. 
so constructed that the railway thereunder will be forty feet in width, and the balance twenty-fix 
feet shall be at a grade to receive sidewalk. The approaches thereto shall be of such a diatance^ 
not exceeding eight hundred feet, so that when excavated and paved in accordance with plana- 
and specifications, It will give a clearance of fourteen feet under said viaduct. The material and 
manner of constructioa thereof shall be such as provided in the plans and specifications for said 
viaduct ; said plans and specifications to be approved by the council. 

Sec. 4. The city council shall consider any objections that may be made to the reconstmciloD 
of said viaduct, and the approaches thereto, at a meeting to be held for that purpose at the city 
hall in Mason City, Iowa, on November 8, 1902, at 8 o'clock, p. M. , and the city clerk is hereby- 
required to Ferve notice upon the Iowa Central Railway company of the date and place and when 
and where such objections will be heard and of the adoption of this ordinance. 

Se-*. 5. This ordinan(;e shall be in force and effect from and after its passage and publication^ 

Adopted this 6th day of October, 1902. 

Attest: F. M. Morris, 

J. H. McEwEN, Mayor. 

City Clerk. 

In answer to this complaint Mr. L. P. Day, vice president, said: 

I have notified tbe city tha^ we will not accept the ordinance, and the situation so far as wfr 
are concerned Is this: 

The present highway under our tracks I believe is as old as the railroad itself. Some tim» 
ago we received advice from a Mr. Conlogne requesting us to lengthen the bridge in order to 
widen the street which Is claimed was Insuffldeiit in connect ion with the territory east of our 
tracks, In which he was interested. Some months ago we p!aced an order with the Phcenix 
Bridge company, of PhoBnixvllle, Pa., for a new eighty- five foot span. The bridge company 
agreed to deliver the new span previous to January Ist next, and work upon it is now in prog- 
ress. Some time ago we began to place material for the abutments to carry this span, but dis- 
continued the work because of advice from the city that they would not permit the improvement 
to proceed. The vertical clearance which this new span will five is greater than that of the 
present bridge, and Is In excess of the clearance given by many of the crossings of the principal 
streets of CMcago where the street traflic is of course very much more important. The length 
of the new span is greater than required by the ordinance. 

Itismy understanding that the city having established the grade of the street in question, 
discontinued the work without conforming to the fixed grade. Apparently they desire t he rail- 
road company to complete their work, and I believe that the request is unfair and contrary to 
law as well as to equity. 

We are both disappointed and surprised at the attitude of the city council, which we believe- 
is not well considered . It is annoying and (xpenslve to us, and we hope to be allowed to pro- 
ceed with our work at an early date. Unless the matter Is Fettled at once so as to permit na 
erecting the structure, which la practically completed, we will be unable to complete the work 
before some time next year, as we can neither erect the abutments nor raise our grade a^ con- 
templated during the winter months. 

I will be pleased if your Board can do anything to bring aViout abuf-inesslike settlement of thia 
matter, that will permit us to proceed with our plans for improvement. 

Considerable correspondence followed, and later the Board was advised by 
both the Mayor of Mason City and Vice President Day, of the Iowa Central RaU- 
way, that the city and railroad company had agreed upon plans for the viadnct. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2653-1903. 

Iowa. Paint Manufacturing Company, 
Fort Dodge. Iowa. 

V. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
Company . 



• Switching charges. 



Complaint filed August 28, 1902. 

The complainant desired to know whether the respondent company had the 
right to charge thirty cents per ton for * ' simply taking a car of coal from another 
road who had done the hauling, and spot the car about one fourth mile from 
where they received the same?" 

The matter was taken up with the railway company, and Mr. J^. F. Day, vice 
president, wrote the Board concerning the matter, as follows: 

I am In receipt of your favor of the 28th nit. , enclosing copies of correspondence with the 
lows Paint Company of Fork Dodge. The complaint is not as clear as it might be, but we can 
readily ascertain precisely what is reason for dissatisfaction, and will do so promptly. I think 
the dissatisfaction arises from the circumstance that some time afro the Chicago Great Western 
Railway (Mason City & Fort Dodge) advanced the switching rate of 12 per car, which had there- 
tofore covered the interchange of commodities between the companies, to thirty cemts per ton, 
which business originated on their line. Our freight department then advanced our switching 
^ rate, to make it uniform with what we were required to pay on business, switched from indus- 
trie-i on their tracks. 

I did not personally know until receipt of your letter that the iowa Paint Company was con- 
cerned or diasatisfied, although It may be that they have already taken the matter up with our 
people. I can say now that we do not want the switching rate to be in excess of what is rea- 
sonable; and on the other hand, I know that the Commissioners will agree that an interchange 
of switching between lines at any given junction point, must be on a reciprocal basis. We do 
not want to complain of the rate established by the Chicago Great Western Railway company ; 
It may possibly be a reasonable one ; but if it is, ours must be reasonable as well, slnee they were 
advanced from the same figure— our increase In rate following theirs. 

I believe It is only fair that If there is to be a reduction in rates of switching at Fort Dodge, 
It Fhould apply to all companies doing business at that point, and bellev6 that the Commissioner, 
will take that view of it in handling thl^ question. 

In response to Mr. Day's letter, complainant wrote again, explaining more in 
detail. 

At a later date the Board was advised that the railway companies operating in 
Fort Dodge had agreed upon a switching charge which was reasonable and satis- 
factory to all concerned and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2654—1903. 

J. P. Biggins, Zwingle, 1 

v. ! Privilege of loading cars al Sylvia 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul | switch. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed September 30, 1902. 

The complainant in this case desired the privilege of loading cars with woodlat 
Sylvia switch. The railway company objected to this in language as follows: 
18 
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Referring to the complaint of Mr. J. P. Blggina, of Zwingle, Iowa, the Sylvia switch, so 
called, is located about two and one half miles from Zwingle, and about three and a half milcia 
from Washington Mills, both being stations where we handle freight in car load lots and leas than ' 
car load lots. Sylvia does not show on any of oar tariffs and ha? never been considered a station. 

The switch is located on the extreme top of a hill. Trains in both directions doable into that 
point, except when they have a very light tonnage. The track was put in particularly for the 
use of trains in doubling this hill and not for the accommodation of traffic for which there is no 
real demand or necessity, as there U no town there and nothing but one farm house in that 
vicinity. 

Last fall we did, as an accommodation for some party who had arranged with a farmer to load 
them, place some cars on this track. This was shortly after we put on the additional trains on 
that line. Train No. 105 going west on one night found the cars poshed out in the main track and 
derailed at the west switch, the look having been broken from the safety block. The saperln- 
tendent considered it was unsafe to leave oars there in the future on this account. 

The amount of business which Mr. Biggins has to offer would not warrant hs in furnishing a 
train except at his expense, and the amount of traffic in sight would not warrant him in payinK 
for such service. 

The Commissioners, as usual in such cases, did not feel warranted in ordering^ 
the railway company to receive or deliver freight at a switch not in operation as a 
station. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2655—1903. 

J. F. G. Cole, Berlin, 

V. 

Chicago Great Western Railway \ Condition of farm crossing. 
Company . j 

Complaint filed August 27, 1902. 

Mr. J. F. G. Cole, owning a farm in Tama county, complained that the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company had not kept his farm crossing in proper condi- 
tion. The complaint was taken up with the railway company and the crossing was 
duly repaired . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1902. 



No. 2656-1903. 

R. B. Carson et al, Moulton, "] 

V. I 

Chicago. Burlington & Quincv \ Removal of division headquarters , 

Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed January 3, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 
To the Honorable Railway Commissioners of the State of Iowa : 

Your complainants state that they are resident freeholders of the town of Moulton, 
Appanoose county, low^a, and have been residents of the town for the last twenty-flve years con- 
tinuously up to and Incladlng the present time . 

That daring the year 18SI your complainants, together with other residents of the town, 
entered into a written agreement with the Burlington & Southwestern Railway company, then 
operating its line of railroad through the town of Moulton, by which said railway company for 
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and in consideration of certain sums of money, certain concessions of land (said deeds for grants 
of land are on record in Appanoose coantj, Iowa, ) and labor contributed by your complainants 
and others, and said railway company agreed to and with the complainants that they would 
erect and maintain and establish a freight division point at Moulton, Iowa, which should be per- 
manent . That your complainant and others entered upon said agreement, furnished said 
railway company with land, with money and with labor in a large sum and that upon said agree- 
ment the railway company did establish said railway division and has maintained the same until 
January 1, 19. S. 

That by reason of the establishment of said railway division the complainants and others 
have invested in property, have boilt houses for tenement use, and have made other improve- 
ments of a permanent nature, relying on said division being permanent as per contract. 

Oomplainants further state that siace the date of the establishment of said railway division 
the Chicago, burlington & Qulncy Railway company have become owners of the property for- 
merly owned by the Burlington & Southwestern Railway Company and that on January 1, 1908, 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company, in violation ai>d contrary to the agreement 
made and entered into by your complainants and other residents of the town of Moulton with the 
said Burlington & Southwestern Railway company, have discontinued the use of said Moulton 
station as a division point, and have removed the property such as used at the division point, and 
have abandoned the same as a division point. 

Complainant says that by discontinuing the use of said Moulton station as a divi<3ion point by 
said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company a great amount of damage has been 
incurred to the complainants and the subscribers to the fund given to Ihe Burlington & South- 
western Railway company. That the removal has caused depreciation In the value of their prop- 
erty, and their houses occupied by tenants employed by the railway company have become 
vacant and unprofitable.. 

Thatby the removal of said division point it has changed the running of trains to and from 
Moulton so that the public han been put to great inconvenience. That by reason of the removal 
•of said division point at Moulton, the said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company has 
thereby lessened its facilities and its accomodations to the town of Moulton and territory tribu- 
tary thereto, and has so arranged its train service and discontinued some of its trains formerly 
in commission, that the service Is wholly inadequate to comply with the requirements and to 
handle the neoe-isary traffic of freight and passenger of the town of Moulton and territory sur- 
rounding thereto. 

Wherefore the complainants ask your honorable body that you take such steps as may be 
deemed necessary and expedient in order to compel said railway to corform to said agreement 
made with them to erect and maintain said division point as originally was and has been since 
the year 1881 to Jannary 1, 1908, and that the train service may again be so regulated as to handle the 
necessary traffic of the town of Moulton and territory surrounding thereto. 

The answer of the company by Mr. J. W. Blythe, general counsel, was as follows: 

"In further reply to your inquiry in response to the complaint of R. B. Carson and others 
against the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company. 

From the informal nature of the complaint and my desire to give to the Board a full state 
ment of the facts, I think it better to put it in the informal way of a letter rather than to attempt 
to follow any more technical rules of statement. 

The essential facts are that the railroad referred to was built by the Burlington & Southwest- 
em Railway nompany, and was opened to and through Moulton about December, 1872. From 
Bloomfleld to Moulton the company did not own its own track, but rented trackage from the 
company which was the predecessor of the present Wabash Railroad company. That arrange- 
ment for trackage continues to the present time. The complainants recite that about the year 
1831 a written agreement was made between residents of the town of Moulton and the Burlington 
& Southwestern Railway company, and the complaint sets out what is alleged.to be the nature, 
at least, in part, of that agreement. If any such agreement ezLsts, or ever existed, I am wholly 
tmable to learn anything about it. It is stated that the agreement was in writing. If it is in 
writing and in the control of the complainants, they ought to be required to furnish it so that it 
may speak for itself. I think it quite unlikely that any such agreement was made in the 
year 1881, as stated, for the reason that prior to that time the Burlington & So ath western .Rail- 
way company became insolvent and was involved in litigation wliich resulted not only in the 
foreclosure of a number of mechanics' and material liens against the property, but also in the 
foreclosure of a mortgage which had been previously executed and as to which it was in default. 
The property was sold under decrees of the court, and had about 18S0 or 1881 passed to the Chicago, 
Burlington & Kansas City Railway company. This company operated the railroad until about 
January, 1901. Prior to that time, however, the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rairoad 
•company had obtained the substantial control of the property bv the ownership of its securities. 
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About January, 1001, the Chicago, Burlington & Qoincy Railroad company purchased the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway. Subsequently, about November. 1001, the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad company leased all of its railroad, incloding the old Burlington & 
Southwestern Railway, to the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company, a corporation of 
Iowa. 

Upon these facts I reapecfully submit for your consideration : 

1. That even if such a contract as is referred to was ever made, it was a contract subordinate 
to the mortgage, which was cut off by the foreclosure, and which did not bind the purchasers at 
the foreclosure sale and, therefore, had no validity as against the purchasers at the sale or the 
subsequent assigns. 

2. That if such a contract was ever made and was of validity when made, it was satisfied by 
the maintenance of a division point for the term of years referred to in the complaint. This 
within the well known rule which has been recognized by the courts as governiog all such cases. 
(See Marshall v. Railway Company, 196 U. S. , 833. ) 

8. That if any such contract was made, the rights of the parties growing out of it are sub- 
jects only of judicial cognizance, which can only be finally, if at all, determined by the courts, 
and therefore do not lie within the jurisdiction of your Board, as belonging purely to the judi- 
cial department of the government. 

4. That the remedy in such a case is only money damages purely. Mandamus will not lie to 
compel the performance of the specific duty imposed by contract, norwl.l the courts of equity 
have jurisdiction to enforce specific performanca Tour Board has always held that it would 
not entertain actions for money damages. 

A further i>oint seems to be that, owing to the change of division the train service at Monl- 
toQ is not so satisfactory as formerly. I am informed by our operating officers that the same 
number of trains are now operated to Moulton that were formerly operated, and that the service 
is intended to be and supposed to be, on the whole, at least, as favorably to Moulton as formerly. 
I attach time cards showing the train service before the change of divisions and the service after 
that change, in order that your Board may be fully advised in the premises. 

If further information is desired, I shall be glad to make every effort to comply with any 
requisition of your Board in this direction, and if the Board deems an investigation on th» 
ground desirable, for any reason, our company will (be glad to furnish every facility for thai 
and to send a representative to facilitate the inquiry. 

In the above, I have not attempted to give exact dates, and I may be slightly In error about 
some of them, as I have not taken time for looking up old records, which would involve a 
go«d deal of delay; but if any date is deemed material, I will, upon advice, make such further 
investigation as is necessary. 

A copy of the answer was forwarded to the attorneys for the complainants, but 
they did not desire to carry the case further, and it was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 



No. 2657-1903. 

In the matter ot management of "stub train" between Port Dodge and Tara 
on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway. 

On January 6, 1903, the Commissioners addressed a letter to Superintendent 
Given of the Des Moines Valley Division of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway, as follows: 

Your train from Dee Moines to Buthven on December 24, 1902, was several hours late at Tara. 
The * 'stub train" connecting with Fort Dodge at Tara did not wait the arrival of the Des Moines 
train, but went to Fort Dodge leaving something over twenty passengers who had to stay in Tara, 
and their being no hotel accommodations they were obliged to stay in the depot over night. 

We presume you know nothing about this or it would not have occurred. We trust that It 
will not occur again and that you will see that this * 'frtub train" makes proper connections. 

We understand, also, that this being a mixed train, at times It spends considerable time in 
switching after the arrival of the train oh the main line. It seems to us that this could b» 
avoided, and we wou d like to have you make such arrangements. 
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Mr. Given replied to the above as follows: 

I have your favor of January 6th on the above subject and have investigated this subject, 
with the result that I have today issued instructions to the proper parties which I believe will 
obviate any future complaint. 

The Commissioners have heard no further complaint. 

Des Moines. Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2658—1903. 
McAuLEY Lumber Company, Osceola, 1 

V. I 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad \ ^^^^^ *** ^^^^ shipments. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed January 10, 1903. 

This was complaint of delay in handling coal and was taken up at once with 
the railway company. Not only the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad com- 
pany but other lines operating in Iowa issued instructions that special efforts must 
be made by employes to move coal more promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2659—1903. 

G. Barfoot, Ayrshire, 1 

V. ! Confiscation of coal and delay in 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific | shipments. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed January 12, 1903. 

This complaint was similar to others received during this period of tlie year and 
was adjusted promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2660—1903. 
Wm. South all & Sons, Pierson, 1 

^ 7\. .„ r. r Delay in coal shipment . 

Chicago & North- Western Railway ( 

Company. J 

Complaint was filed January 16, 1903. 

This complaint concerned a shipment of hard coal from Chicago, and upon the 
company's attention being called to it the case was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Digitized by 



Google 



278 TWBNTT-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

No. 2661—1903. 
E. E. HuDNUTTETAL., Camforth , ^ 

Chicago & North-Wbstbrn Railway [ ^"''^ '^f^* ""'' "^'^'"^ ol highway. 
Company. J 

Complaint filed January 20, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

As a grain and coal dealer at thla place, I ask a favor of joo, if yon have the power to do any- 
thing In regard to the situation, and that Is as follows : We hdve two railroads here— the Chicago, 
Rook Island & Padflo running east and west, and the Ohlcago & North- Western running north 
and south. Where the two roads cross there Is a depot called Camforth Junction, and south of 
that there Is another depot on the Ohlcago & North* Western Railway. This last mentioned depot 
is about eighty rods from the junction. The two railroads own the land on all pldes of the jnne- 
don, and there is no way of getting there with a team and vehicle to get any one to and from this 
junction, and no way to gat to platform to load and unload freight. And now I ask you to Inveetl- 
gate this matter, not for my special interest, but for the Interest of the public at larga If you 
were here at this place when the local passenger trains stop here, you could see at once theincon 
venlence to tue traveling public. As to loading and unloading freight off and onto a wagon, one 
has to carry it quite a ways, and when it is wet weather, one cannot even carry his freight to and 
from wagon. I kindly ask you to investigate at once as it has been a nuisance long enough. 

The matter was taken up with the railway companies at once and at a later 
date the Commissioners were advised that the Chicag:o, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way at the point named is on a hig^h embankment and the Chicago & North-West- 
ern road is on a trestle making it very difficult, if not entirely impracticable, to con- 
struct a road to reach the junction. The railroad companies insisted that if it was 
the highway that the complainants desired they should proceed in the manner pro- 
vided by law to open the highway. The Commissioners advised the complainants 
in this case that they should proceed to have the highway established as required 
by law and the case was held open awaiting their action. Nothing further was 
done, however, and the case is closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2662—1903. 

H. C. Light & Company, Brooklyn. "] 
V. I 

Chicago, Rock Island Railway Com- \ ^^'^^ ^'« ^^^' shipment. 

PANY. J 

Complaint filed January 20, 1903. 

This complaint was similar to others received and adjusted in the same manner. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2663-1903. 
Citizens of Waukon. 

V. 

Chicago, Miknbapolis & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Train service. 



J 



Complaint filed January 21, 1903. 

This complaint came to the Board in the form of a petition asking the restora- 
tion of train service chat they had been deprived of on January 12th. It transpired 
that it was necessary on account of lack of fuel to abandon the train for a time and 
on February 7th all parties were advised that the train service would be restored 
at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2664—1903. 
S^ C. Mbybrs, Kingsley, 

V. 

Chicago & North-Wbstern Railway 
Company. 



Failure to furnish cars . 



Complaint filed January 24, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had been unable to get a car to load with house- 
hold goods to Fleetwood, Pa. , although he had had an order in nearly two weeks. 
The matter was taken up with the railway company and in less than a week the 
car was furnished . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



'Discriminalion against the West in ship ' 
tnents of coke. 



No. 2665-1903. 
A. £. Shorthill Co., Marshalltown, 

V. 

Eastern Railway Companies. 
Complaint filed January 26, 1903. 

The complaint in ihU case was that the eastern railway companies were dis- 
criminating against the West in the matter of shipping coke from the coke ovens 
in Virginia. From the papers sent by the complainants it seemed that the coke 
companies could not obtain cars from the eastern lines for general shipments to 
the West. The statement was made that for the cars they did receive the shipping 
was restricted to special parties and they were not permitted to make other assign- 
ments. The Commissioners took the case up with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and received the following letter from Hon. J. D. Yeomans, a member of 
the Commission: 
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I enclose yon a copy of a letter from this office to the Stonega Coke & Coal Company, together 
with a copy of the reply of the general manager of the company relative to the complaiLt of the 
A. B. Shorthill Company of Marshalltown, Iowa, on account of failure to procure cars for the 
shipment of coke. It seems to us that the letter of the general ma'^ager explains the situation 
and the difficulty in obtaining oars for shipment. This difficulty no doubt grows out of the strike 
situation, which, as traffic assumes a normal condition, will no doubt be relieved. I do not see 
anything under the circumstances that the Commission can do in the premises. 

A copy of the letter to which Mr. Yeomans refers is also printed herewith: 

ovriCE or qbnbral manager, 
Stonega Cokb and Coal. Com pant, 
Big Stone Gap. Va. , 

February 12, 1908. 

Mb. J. D. Yeomanb, Commissioner, Interstate Commerce Commission, Washington, D. C. 

Deab Sir, —Tour letter of the 29th ult. addressed to Stonega, Va. , has finally reached this 
office. 

The letter you refer to, written by our Mr. R. B. Alsover to the A. Y. Shorthill Company, 
Marshalltown, Iowa, admits of an improper construction. The facts of the case are that the 
transportation com( anies from whom we obtain oars for shipments north of the Ohio river, have 
for some months found it a physical impossibility to furnish the number of cars required by ua, 
the demands being made upon them by the various shippers being far beyond their supply. 
Naturally, our customers have been taking the question of our supply up individually with the 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis and other railroad companies, and when special 
requests have been made (if there were any cars available) sometimes such cars have been carded 
to our plants on account of the consumers making such request, in the order in which requests 
were made. Yours very truly, 

D. B. Wehtz, 

General Manager. 

The complainants were advised of the situation. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2666—1903. 
G. W. Brbwer & Company, Hamilton, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 

Company and 
Wabash Railroad Company. 



Loss of goods in transit. 



Complaint filed January 27, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they had had a small loss of shipment 
of groceries and experienced considerable difficulty in getting adjustment made. 
They stated that the amounts were usually small but in the aggregate reached a 
considerable figure. The complainants were advised that the Commissioners had 
no legal jurisdiction over claims for damages but that the matter would be taken 
up with the railway companies in a general way. The commissioners in laying the 
matter before the railway companies said: 

The Commissioners, of course, are not disposed to criticise the methods of your company in 
particular, but it has seemed to the Board that in general, adjustment of small claims are 
unnecessarily delayed causing considerable annoyance and Iom to those who are in reality 
entitled to recompense. The commissioners would like to suggest, without being presumptuou!*, 
that a more speedy handling of these small claims would result in much better feeling, and if it 
can be done, sincerely trust such steps will be taken as will bring this about. 
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The companies responded promptly lo the matter. The letter of Mr. L. H. 
Becker, freight claim agent of the Wabash Railroad company is as follows: 

Referring to your letter of January 28th, addressed to Mr. M. Knight, second vice president, 
"Wabash Railroad companj, regarding complaint made by G. W. Brewer & Company of Hamilton, 
Iowa, will say we have made a careful search of our records for the past eighteen months with 
the following result : 

Our claim 256175 for 81 cents received October 26, 1901, vouchered November 5, 1901. 

Our claim 268054 for 68 cents received December 24, 1901, vouchered February 6, 1902. 

Our claim 265122 for 11.66 received January 2, 1902, vouchered February 26, 1902. 

Our claim 287658 for 25 cents received June 24, 1902, vouchered July 9, 1902. 

Our claim 814184 for 48 cents received January 9th and will probably be settled in a few days. 

These are all claims filed by Q . W. Brewer A Company again«t the Wabash Railroad company 
within the past eighteen months, and while there has been some slight delay in the adjustment, 
yet none of them have been quite as serious as Messrs. Brewer & Company complain of. If at 
Any time these people have any claims against the Wabash Railroad company it is only necessary 
to drop us a postal cai-d asking us for information regarding same, and such information will be 
promptly furnished. 

The letter from Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway claim department 
stated that the 'claims against that company filed by G. W. Brewer & Company 
since 1899 amounted to $2.31 **but that they had never received them at the 
Chicago office." The complainants were advised to file their claims with the 
Chicago office of the Chfcago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company and the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines. Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2667-1903. 

E. C. p: Mohr, Wetsfield, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ insufficient depot room . 
Railv^ay Company. 

Complaint filed January 28. 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they had a depot that was only 14 by 
24 feet, very low and with one story, about one-third of the space was used by the 
agent and the balance was a waiting room so that they had no freight room at all. 
Freight was piled in the waiting room so that ordinarily there was not room for 
passengers. The matter was taken up with the railway company and the Com- 
missioners were promptly advised that as soon as it could be done a suitable addition 
to the depot would be built. 

Des Moines, Iowa. December 1, 1903. 



No. 2668—1903. 
Citizens of Elkader 1 



v. 



I 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \^ Restoration of train service . 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed January 31, 1903. 

This was a complaint that trains No. 105 and No. 106 on the Elkader Branch 
had been abandoned and a citizens committee composed of Messrs. H. Meyer, 
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John Everall and J. G. Hempel addressed the Board asking that these trains be 
restored. It transpired that this train service had been discontinued owing to a 
lack of coal and within a few days the trains were restored. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2669—1903. 

In the matter of passenger fare with lines of the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway company, formerly owned and operated by the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company. 

During the months of February, March and April numerous letters were 
received from citizeos complaining that since the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company had acquired control of the Bdrlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway company's lines a per capita rate of three and one-half cents per mile 
had continued to be charged notwithstanding the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company should be permitted to charge but three cents per mile. Tiie 
Commissioners took the question up with the management of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company and were assured that the passenger rates 
would be properly adjusted upon the furnishing of a new schedule then in prepa- 
ration. In due time the tarifiFs were issued making the rate three cents and no 
further complaints were received. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Failure io furnish cars 



No. 2670-1903. 
Smith Brothers Coal Company, Exline, 

V. 

Council Bluffs & Kansas City Railway 
Company, 

Complaint filed February 2. 1903. 

The nature of this complaint was indicated in the title and was speedily 
adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2671— 1£03. 
Citizens of Elwhll ^ 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul [ Siation facilities . 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed February 5, 1903. 
This petition was as follows : 

We. the citizens of Elwell, Iowa, and vicinity petition your honorable body for better accom- 
modationsln train service than we have here. We ask that train No. 4 on the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway, east bound, be required to stop here on signal to take on and let off passen- 
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gen we have, no passenger train stops here, east bound, during the day and onlj one a' It :00 p. m. 
Passengers must get off at Cambridge, at 12:60 p.m. must wait there until II o'clock at night 
to get here, distant only five miles, so you see how inoonyenient this would be, especially with 
women who hare a lofe of little children to trayel with. Also is no night agent here. 

We ask that we get this accommodation as it will benefit this part of the country and will be 
only a small matter with the railroad company, as it is down grade to start their train. We ask 
that you will consider the matter and that we will hear from you with a favorable report. * 

The Commissioners sent a copy of the petition to the railway company and were 
advised later that instr actions had been given to keep the depot at Elwellopen for 
the accommodation of passengers desiring to take the night train at that point. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2672—1903. 

W. S. Brown, Manson, 1 

_ ^' _ (• Failure to furnish cars . 

Illinois Central Railroad | 

Company. J 

Complaint filed February 6, 1903. 

Mr. Brown wrote the Board that he was very anxious to get coal from the mines 
of the Cory Coal Company at Lehigh , but that he was unable to get the Illinois 
Central Railroad company to furnish cars for that business. He also stated that 
conditions were such in Manson that coal was needed very badly, etc. 

The matter was taken up by mail and by telegraph and the cars were furnished 
as requested. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Siock killed. 



No. 2673—1903. 
J. E. Stack Y, Algona, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Wbstbrn Railway 
Company, 

Complaint filed February 7, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he owned a small farm adjoining the railway 
company's right of way, and that in driving his stock across the track a stock 
train had caught his herd and broke the leg of one cow which was finally killed. 
He said the company would not pay for the cow, giving as a reason that the ani- 
mal was injured on the depot grounds. The Commissioners advised Mr. Stacey 
that they had no jurisdiction in matters of this kind, but would be glad to lay the 
case before the railway company for such adjustment as might be brought about, 
and the railway company made a settlement with Mr. Stacey which was satisfac- 
tory to him . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2674—1903. 
F. M. Slagle & Company, Alton, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukeb & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



■ Failure to furnish cars . 



Complaint filed February 9, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are prettj badly pressed for some Iowa coal at Sheldon and other points west on the Mil- 
waukee road, and Lodwick Bros. , Mystic, Iowa, from whom we buy our coal, advise us that the 
railroad company do not furnish them any cars, or at least not suificient cars to take care of their 
output, claiming that they were idle three days last week and two days this week, with a pros- 
pect of being idle the balance of the week. They claim the company only furnished mines with 
cars who supply them with coal. We wish you would see if some relief cannot be afforded ns in 
that direction. 

General Manag^er Williams in response to this case, among other thing^s, said: 
I beg to say that during all the shortage of coal this winter we have as a general proposition 
succeeded in supplying our mines in the vicinity of Mystic with a fairly good supply of care. 
During the past few days we have not quite kept up our record, as It has been almost impossible 
to get hold of the cars, but we gave them a good supply yesterday and we hope to be able to con- 
tinue. We have given the furnishing of cars for coal supply the preference over everything else 
this winter. 

Later the complainants wrote the Board that conditions were improved and no 
further trouble was expected. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Loss in transit. 



No. 2675—1903. 
Daniel Batten, Lucas, ^ 

I 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy [ 
Railway Company, j 

Complaint filed February 11, 1903. 

This was a claim of $12 for loss of a roll of linoleum shipped with household 
goods from What Cheer to Lucas. The claim was later settled by the railway 
company for $3. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2676—1903. 

Citizens of Swea City 1 

V. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- j" ^^^^^*^y of cars. 
WAY Company. j 

Complaint filed February 12, 1903. 

This was a complaint filed by the citizens of Swea City that there was gjeat 
scarcity of cars for both grain and live stock. The complaint was adjusted promptly 
by action of the railroad company . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2677-1903. 
A. A. Shafbr, Rhodes, 1 

V. 

Chicago, Milwauksb & St. Paul 
Railway Company . j 

Complaint filed February 13, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had been waiting eight days for a 
car to move his household goods in from Rhodes to Mount Vernon. The case 
was promptly taken up with the officials of the railway company and the car was 
furnished on February 17th. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2678-1903. 
E. F. Smith. Wellman, 1 



V. 



I 



Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific ^ ^^^''^'^^ ^"^ ^"''""^ ''''''' 
Railway Company. 

Complaint file^ February 20, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he was unable to get cars for shipment of corn to 
Illinois Central Railroad stations. In answer to the complaint Mr. C. H. Caswell, 
division freight agent, said: 

Oar people at the present time will not allow their own equipment to go off oor ralbi. We 
are. as jon well know, very short of eqaipment, and we have several hundred cars being nsed by 
foreign lines, which it seems almost impossible to get returned and for this reason our people 
hare established the rule that they cannot, for the present at least, allow any Rock Island System 
oars to move off the line. 

Later the Commissioners were informed that the Illinois Central also made the 
same rule, but the Commissioners were assured that both companies would use 
every effort to keep business moving promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2679—1903. 

A. C. Leigh, Lattimer, 1 

V. ' . . 

Chicago Great Western Railway j" ^^''^ ^^^ ^ engine. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed February 23, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had lost about nine and one half tons of upland 
prairie hay burned by fire set out by an engine of the Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way. He stated that his hay was worth $10, but that he had asked but $8. The 
complaint was laid before the officials of the railway company, and a little later the 
complainant advised the Board that the claim had been settled. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2680-1903. 
James Nicholas, Williamsburg, ^ 

i 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy I j,^-^^^^ ^^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^ 

Railroad Company, and I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pa- | 

ciFic Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed February 24, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had been waiting eighteen days for a car in 
which to ship emigrant movables from Williamsburg to Decatur. The matter 
was taken up by telegraph witn the railway companies and they were urged if 
possible to do so to furnish car for this shipment. They protested their inability 
to supply the car as owing to the scarcity of cars they had ruled that cars must 
not leave their own lines. The complainant was not satisfied with this explanation 
at he stated that it would necessitate unloading and reloading the cars at Ottumwa 
which would mean additional expense. In writing to the complainant the Board 
said: 

Replying to yours of Febroary 28th, we beg to advise that contrary to what you seem to 
think, every effort was made to adjust the matters complained of by you over the telephone. 
Thia office took the matter up by telegraph with the companies, but, as y<tti will recall at the 
time you telephoned, very little encouragement was given you that the companies would permit 
their cars to leave their lines, and when you telephoned the second time we had just received 
information to that effect. However, we again urged the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road company to send you cars if possible. 

Tou may or may not know that the companies are making every endeavor to meet the 
demands for cars upon their own lines and up to date have been unable to do so, so that } on see 
it would be unjust to shippers desiring to ship goods from one point to another point on the same 
line to allow the cars to go to connecting lines. Under ordinary conditions the Board rarely 
receives any complaint of the nature of yours but at the present a number of complaints of this 
character have been made. The Commissioners regret very much that they have been unable 
to assist you and bf g to assure you that it has been from no intention to slight your complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2681—1903. 

Citizens of Sully ] 

V. I 

Iowa Central Railway j^ ^^«« ^^''^^'^^- 

Company. j 

Complaint filed February 26, 1903.. 

'I'he complaint in this case was made by Mr. Henry De Wit, as follows: 
III bdhalf of the ba4lne.<)s men and citizens in general of this community we beg to acquaint 
your honorable Board wlih the train service we are having along the branch of the Iowa Central 
Railway. We are Mcheduled for four trains daily except Sunday, but have scarcely had an aver- 
age* of two trains daily the last thirty days and have been without freight for five days and with- 
out mail tbirty hiz hours at a time. We therefore solicit your efforts in establishing a more satis- 
factory service along this line. 

The complaint was laid before the management of the Iowa Central Railway 
company and the following answer was filed with the Board . 
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Replying to your eommtmication of February 26th, encloaiDg complaint from Henry De Wit, 
assistant cashier of the Bank of Sally, Iowa, regarding our train service on the Newton branch, I 
beg to advise that there has been no change in the time card or in the scheduled service for that 
branch, but on account of very serious difficulties of operation during the winter months we were 
not able to maintain our schedule, and at times were compelled on account of the Revere weather 
to annul our trains. The service, however, was not as bad as the complaint would indicate, and 
since March 1st has been very much improved. 

No further complaint was made. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2682—1903. 
Sander Ludbmann kt al. , Kesley, 1 

Chicago & Nort Jwbstern Railway [ ^PP^^'^^^o^ ^^^ ^^^^^^or site. 
Company. J 

Complaint filed February 27, 1903. 

This complaint came from an association of farmers who desired to operate an 
elevator at the station named . The application was laid before the railway company, 
and on March 9th the Board received answer that the land available at Kesley had 
been leased to another elevator company prior to the petition of the parties named 
in this case, that they also had another application for elevator received prior to the 
one sent in by the Commissioners bat were unable to grant any further sites for 
reasons stated. The applicants in this matter were so advised and the case was 
dropped. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



|- Train service. 



No. 2683—1903. 

CmZENS OF SiDNBY 1 

I 
V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad Company. J 

Petition filed March 5, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows: 

Tp the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, feeders and shippers, whose places of baMness and places of shipment 
are Sidney, Randolph and Anderson, located in Fremont connty, Iowa, and located on the Hast- 
ingS'Sidney branch of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, desire to make the following 
protest against said company : 

That the stock yards are not large enough at Sidney and Anderson, nor kept in proper condi- 
tion to handle the stock of at least more than three loads at Sidney and four at Anderson at one 
time. 

That the water supply in Sidney is not sufficient nor in the proper place. 

That the time of the leaving of the train at Sidney and Anderson is such that if a farmer ships 
his own stock he mnst load his stock the night before or be on hands early in the morning, thus 
making it about thirty-six hours before reaching the South Omaha market, which is not to exceed 
seventy-flve miles from shipping point. 
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That Hamburg and Riverton, both in the same county as Sidney, Randolph and Ander«on, 
and located on a branch of the 8ame road, have better facilities and can pay better prices, thus 
depriving us of a buyer located at Sidney and Anderson, and especially compelling shipi>ers from 
those points to practically ship their own stock, and the small feeder who does not have a full car 
of stock to ship must wait until there are a number of loads going or be put to the trouble of 
going to other towns that have better accommodations. 

That the ^^hrinkage of a car load of stock from these points to South Omaha is from five hun- 
dred to one thousands pounds per car, entailing too big a loss. 

That if we desire to ship stock to Chicago we are compelled to wait till several are ready to 
ship and then get a special to haul up stuff to the main line, and six cars are the least they will 
run down the branch for Ohioago alone. That we have asked said company to give us extra trains 
down on the branch to take stock to Omaha, and they liave refused unless ten cars were promised. 

That stock within one and one half miles of Sidney depot has been taken to Riverton because 
same could not be shipped from Sidney, owing to the poor train service at Sidney. This also 
applies to Randolph and Anderson. 

That the reason ftock shipments from Randolph, Anderson and Sidney have not been enouirh 
to warrant better train service, is solely because train service has bet-n so poor that stock has 
been taken that should properly come to these towns, to other towns on the Chicago, Burlington 
& Qulncy Railway line. 

That loiogene is the only town in Fremont county that stock can be shipped from without 
shipping on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway or its branches, and Imogene is in the 
extreme northeast part of said county. 

We ask your board to carefully investigate these complaints, as we believe we are entitled to 
better facilities ar.d believe our cause is just. 

The petition was sent to the railway company and considerable correspondence 
was had with the officials of that company with reference thereto. Division Sup- 
erintendent O.K. Stewart wrote the board as follows : 

In reply to your letter of the 27th ult. would say : This matter was up and investigated some 
time ago and I gave our people reasons why we could not change our train service on the Sidney 
branch. The business there does not warrant more than one train per day each way. ^This one 
train per day is now run to suit the passenger service and is so arranged that passengers can leav^e 
Sidney in the morning and go to Omaha and Council Bluffs and other main line points, and return 
to Sidney the same day, which I think is very good service considering all things. If we change 
the time of this train it would suit the stock shippers better, but would involve a bad feature in 
which our passengers leaving Sidney could not return the same day, so that it has been a quee- 
tion as to whether the South Omaha stpck business ought to be served in preference, or the peo- 
ple in travel. I will say in reply to your note that I have given instructions about the movement 
of stock that I believe will be more satisfactory and get it to Omaha in .shorter time. I will call 
on them as you suggest. 

Nothing further was heard from the citizens in this case and the board believes 
the adjustment made was satisfactory to them. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



j. Deffiurrage. 



No. 2684—1903. 
F. M. Slagle & Company, Alton, ^ 

V. 

Illinois Central Railway 

co.mpany. j 

Complaint filed March 5, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that the company had refused to switch a 
car of coal for them because of an alleged failure on their part to pay a demurrage 
charge on a car of brick. The case was the subject of much correspondence 
between the Board, railway company and the complainants and the Commis- 
sioners were advised later that an amicable adjustment had been reached. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2685—1903. 

Charles Pattke, Pocahontas, 1 

V. I 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific Railway f ^'^'^^ *'* ^^^^ shiptnent. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed March 6, 1903. 

This was a complaint that several cars of coal shipped from Chicago could not 
be located, and that the complainant had been without coal for some time. The 
matter was taken up with the railway company, and after some telegraphing had 
been done it was found that the trouble was due to blocking at division points, but 
that the blockade had been lifted and that cars would move promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 19C3. 



No. 2686-1903. 

A. Horn AD AY, Udell, 1 



V. 



I 



Train service. 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway [ 
Company. j 

Complaint filed March 17, 1903. 

Mr. Hornaday stated that he wrote the Board in behalf of the citizens of Udell 
and the traveling public, requesting that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
v^ay company be compelled to stop its passenger trains No. 29 and No. 30. The 
complaint was taken up with the railway company, but cause for complaint was 
removed by the railway company wfthdrawing the trains named from service. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1. 1903. 



No. 2687—1903. 
P. E. Mali A, Ayrshire, "| 

V. I • • 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ ^^^^ *** transit. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 20, 1903. 

This was claim for goods damaged in transit to the amount of $2. As usual in 
such cases the Board filed the claim with the railway company and settlement was- 
made with the complainant direct by the company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2688—1903. 

Robert Whitaker, Dallas Center, 1 
V. I 

Wabash Railroad Company and }- Failure to furnish cars, 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. ' J 



Complaint filed March 20, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he was unable to get a car at Dallas Center for 
shipment of oats to St. Louis although he had placed his order for car two weeks 
previous to his complaint. The ma:tier was taken up with the officials of both the 
Rock Island and the Wabash Railway companies and car was furnished the com- 
plainant by the Wabash company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



. Failure fo transfer freight. 



No. 2689—1903. 
J. R. Beard, Oto, 

V. 

Chicago, Mi;.waukee & St. Paul 

Railway Company and 
Illinois Central Railroad Com- | 

pany. J 

Complaint filed March 23, 1903. 

The complainant In this case inquired of the Board whether the railway com- 
panies named in the title would be compelled to transfer freight at a transfer one 
mile from Sutherland on the Illinois Central and one mile from Rodney on the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. He stated that there was a switch at that point 
and that he desired to ship a car of household goods to be transferred at the cross- 
ing but that the agents for both companies claim that they could not transfer the 
car from one road to the other at the crossing. The Commissioners took this up 
with the railway companies interested and were assured that some mistake had 
been made as the companies stood ready to receive freight and deliver freight by 
way of transfer in question. The complainant was so notified and the case was 
closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2690—1903. 

In reference to rates on soft coal from Des Moines mines to citizens on the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company in northern Iowa. 

On March 23d the Board addressed letters to the freight department of the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company and the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company as follows: 

Please refer to your tariff No 5713 (Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific General Freight Depart- 
ment, No. 9465) showing rates on soft coal from Des Moines mines to staTlons on the MinneapoUi 
& St. Louis Railway in Iowa and Minnesota, and advise by what methods you arrive at SI. 75 per 
ton rate from Des Moines mines to Spencer, Langdon, Terrlll, Raleigh and Huntington, Iowa. 
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Some complaints have come to the Board of exceasive charges. On expense bill, to which the 
attention of this Board was called, indicates that on shipment of coal from Des Moines to Lang- 
don. SO, 600 pounds, freight charges were 128. 75 which is even more than |1. 75 per ton. 

Kindly explain this and oblige the Board. 

Mr. £. B. Boyd, general freight agent of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company replied as follows: 

Referring to your communication of March 2?d regarding rates on soft coal from Des Moines, 
Iowa, to stations on the Minneapolis & St. Louis, as published by our G. F. D. No. 9405 we beg 
leave to say : 

^^e are very irrateful to you for calling our attention to this apparent discrepancy in our tariff 
and we will see that this matter is adjusted at once, as it is not our intention to provide for higher 
basis of rates between two points in lown than the combination of locals baaed on actual mileage 
would make. This tariff was Issued at a time when we were greatly rushed with this kind of 
work, audit was not given as careful consideration as it would have under normal conditions. 
We will see that the rates complained of by you are corrected at once. 

If you can favor me with billing reference covering the shipments referred to by you, where 
the charges were in excess of $1. 75, we will investigate this matter and have overcharge imme- 
diately adjusted. 

Mr W. M. Hopkins the general freight agent of the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railway company replied to the letter from the Board as follows: 

Tariff No. 5718, to whiph you refer, is issued by Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company, their Q. F. D. No. 9405, and the rate of 11.75 shown therein as stations in Iowa I presume 
is included in tariff in error, as it is not usual to publish joint rates between two points in Iowa. 
The publication of rates as shown in this tariff, kowever, would not have the effect of cancelling 
the rate basis on sum of local rates if such sum of local rates was less than the through rate II. 75 
as published. 'I rust this information will be satisfactory to you. I presume in the case cited by 
yon, of the car of coal from Des Moines to Langdon, that agent at Langdon was mislead by tariff, 
into assessing charges on a higher rate basis than would be properly applicable by using sum of 
local rates. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2691-1903. 

, Brighton, 

- Condition of stock yards. 



J. W. S WISHER, Brighton, 

v., 
Iowa Central Railway Company. 



Complaint filed March 23, 1903. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

We, the undersigned residents and property owners In the vicinity of the stock yards of the 
Iowa Central Railway company in Brighton, Iowa, would respectfully represent that the said 
stock yards, as located, are a menace to health and a great detriment to the value of property in 
that locality and a public nuisance. Our understanding is that this matter was brought to the 
attention of the grand jury at the March term, 1902, of tht) district court of Washington county, 
Iowa, but was dropped on the promise of the said company to remove their said stock yards by 
September 1, 1902. but the said company has done and is doing nothing in that direction. We 
therefore respectfully ask that the matter be investigated and the said yards removed. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. L. F Day, the 
vice-president, wrote the Commission as follows: 

Tour communication Is the first advice I have had as to any complaint about our stock yards 
at Brighton, and from a conversation with the chief engineer I And it is the first information 
he has had on the subject. I do not therefore know anything about the purported agreement 
with the grand jury relative to the removal of the said yards, as our chief engineer is immediately 
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In charge of these buildings and can give us no information on that point. The situation will be 
promptly investigated and we will do what we can to protect the citizens against annoyance from 
the stock pens. From what we know of the situation the pens are now located at the only point 
that we can place them at Brighton. As you are aware, stock yards and pens are always nnusu- 
ally filthy in the spring, and this is the season when we clean them up all along the line. A good 
deal of that work has already been done and our men are proceeding with it as rapidly as possible. 

Considerable correspondence followed and at a later date Mr. Day wrote the 
Board as follows: 

I beg to advise that I am in receipt of communication from our chief engineer, under date of 
May 12th, stating that the yards at that point have been cleaned out and are now in very good 
condition. We want to do everything possible to protect the citizens against annoyance, and 
there is certainly no disposition on our part to put the residents of Brighton to the slightest in- 
convenience if it can be avoided. I have given iostructions to our chief engineer to see that the^e 
yards are kept in the best possible condition, and that no cars are left standing on the crossing 
longer than is absolutely necessary. 

No further compaint was made by the people of Brighton. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2692—1903. 

M. V. Scott, Mechanicsville, ") 

V. 1 . . 

Chicago & North-Western Railway j^ ^*^^^^^ Crossing, 
Company. J 

Inquiry filed March 26, 1903. 

This was an inquiry of the Board as to whether the land owner owning acreage 
adjoining the railway company's right of way opposite to the terminus of a city 
street could compel a railway company to grant him a private way over said 
property to the street where the land owner did not own land on both sides of the 
railroad, and though the highway was accessible over his land he was advised 
that the railway could not be compelled to grant such crossing. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2693—1903. 

W. F. Knowles, James, 

v. 
United States Express 
Company. 



Overcharge, 



Complaint filed March 30, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he shipped a bundle of harness weigh- 
ing 100 pounds from La Porte to James with request that it be delivered to the 
American Express company at Cedar Falls. The shipment was four days reach- 
ing its destination because it was not routed as requested, and the charges were 
$2.65. 
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The complaint was laid before the officers of the United States Express com- 
pany and the Commissioners were notified on May 16th that overcharges had been 
refunded and the claim adjusted to the satisfaction of Mr. Knowles. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Dedbmber 1, 1903. 



No. 2694-1903. 

CiTIZBNS OF LSTTS 
V. 

Chicago, Rock Island 
Railway Company. 



& Pacific 



Reqttest that limited through train stop 
at that station on signal. 



Complaint filed March 31. 1903. 



Complainants requested that the Commissioners require the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company to make Letts a flag station for trains No. 11 
and No. 12. The railway company stated that they could not grant this request 
for the reason that trains in question constitute the fast service between Port 
Worth, Kansas City and Chicago; that they were having difficulty in making 
schedule time under present conditions and could not make further stops and 
maintain the service. It transpired on investigation that Letts was provided with 
three trains carrying passengers each way daily. Purther, the Commissioners 
would probably not have the right to interfere with thiough passenger train ser- 
vice as per decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case of Cleveland, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis /Railway Company v. State of Illinois (Su- 
preme Court Reporter, Vol. 20. Page 722). The decision referred to herein will 
be found printed in full in another part of this report. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2695—1903 
O.P.Harlan, Township Clerk, Richland, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Condition of undergrade highway 
crossing. 



Complaint filed March 31, 1903. 

This was a complaint filed by the township trustees of Richland township, Keo- 
kuk county, that tlie new line of the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul crossed 
the public road diagonally and was built upon pilings thus leaving a passage 
under the track for public travel, the piling were driven exactly in the center of 
the road and on account of peculiar conditions at that crossing the teams could 
not go through. The complaint was at once taken up with the respondent rail- 
way company, On May 6, 1903, the Board was advised that the roadway had 
been repaired so that conditions were satisfactory to all concerned. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2696-1903. 

H ANNUM Brothers & Arthaud, Wapello, ^ 
V. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ Ouet charge. 



Railway Company. 



Complaint filed March 31, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company had made an overcharge on shipment of mixed wire fence, nails and 
staples from Waukegan, 111. While the complaint was one that the Board had no 
jurisdiction over, yet effort was made to have the matter adjusted and upon July 
9th the Board received a letter from the general freight agent of the respondent 
company, Mr. E. B. Boyd, stating that he had taken such steps as would result in 
immediate adjustment of the claim. Complainants were so notified and the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1904. 



No. 2697-1903. 
W. C. Adam, City Clerk, Elma, 

V. 

Chicago, Great Western Railway 
Company. 



Condition of undergrade street crossing. 



Complaint filed April 4, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was that the condition of roadway under the track 
of respondent railway in that town was not in fit condition for travel, and although 
the company had had ample time to fix it, nothing had been done. The case was 
brought to the attention of the officials of the railway company, which resulted in 
the desired work being done. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2698-1903. 
G. H. Stouffer, State Center, 

V. 

• Iowa Central Railway Company. 



■ Condition of right of way fence. 



Complaint filed April 5, 1903. 

Complaint stated that the fence on the right of way touching his farm was 
burned out two years previous to the filing of his complaint, that he had requested 
the rebuilding of the fence several times without result. Considerable corres- 
pondence followed and on July 11, 1903, Vice-President Day advised the Board 
that the fence would be replaced as soon as that branch could be reached by the 
road department. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1. 1903. 
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No. 2699-1903. 
B. F. Kkllbr, Knowlton, 1 



V. 

Chicago Grbat Westbrn Railway 
Company. 



Condition of farm crossing. 



Complaint filed April 9, 1903. 

This was a complaint to the effect that in changing the grade of the railroad at 
that point the complainant's crossing was not repaired. The matter was brought 
to the attention of the railway company and on June 9th General Manager Stick- 
ney wrote the Board that instructions had been issued to put the crossing in shape 
at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2700—1903. 
S. Haynbs, Cummings, 1 

Chicago G Jbat Wbstbrn Railway [ Condition of undergrade farm crossing. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed April 10, 1903. 

The complainant in this case called at the office of the Board and stated his case 
substantially as follows: Undergrade crossing provided for him by virtue of the 
following agreement had become impassable for stock by reason of the heavy rains, 
causing dirt to fill up the bottom, covering the rip rap, etc. 

In consideration of the Chicago Oreat Wetttem Railway company's removing the dirt at the 
ends of ihe cnlvert at what was formerly bridge F 281 on the sonthwest qnarcer of section 17, 
township 77 north, range 25 west, Warren county, Iowa, so as to make a^ood entrance and exit 
for stock to and from said cnlvert, we, Sylvester Haynes and Sarah C. Haynes, his wife, hereby 
grant the said railway company the right to forever maintain the wings of said culvert as thev are 
at present constructed upon the laud of the undersigned and do hereby release and discharge said 
railway company from any and all claims and demands against said railway company on account 
of I he construction of the wings of said culvert as aforesaid. 
Dated May 80, 1900. 

Mr. Haynes stated that he was aware of the trouble the railway company had 
during the summer of 1902 by reason of high water and had consequently not 
bothered them with his case, but would now like to have his crossing placed in 
good condition. Upon the company '<i attention being called to the complaint, 
the ci;ossing was promptly repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2701—1903. 
W. A. CoNDBN, Ellsworth, 1 

Chicago Grbat Western Railway \ ^^" ^^^^^^^ ^"^ ''•^«^*^- 
Company . J 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that a box containing a stereopticon outfit had been 
shipped from Lehigh to be delivered at Dayton, Iowa, but the box was nevei 
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received. The case was at once taken up with both the Chicago Great Western 
and the Minneapolis & St. Louis railway companies and the box was located and 
delivered to complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2702-1903. 

Cedar Rapids Supply Company, 
Cedar Rapids, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincv 
Railroad Company. 



^ Demurrage charge . 



Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

This complaint was to the effect that on a shipment of a small gasoline engine 
a charge of $2 demurrage was collected by the agent at Cambridge. Complaint 
was laid before the railway company and on April 27th Mr. J. C. Leonard, 
attorney for the complainant, advised the Board that the demurrage charge had 
been refunded.' 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Station facilities. 



No. 2703—1903. 
E. B. Sargent et al, Connables, ^ 

\ 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 
Railway Company, j 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

The petitioners recited that the depot platform had been burned down about a 
year ago and had not been replaced. The matter was laid before the railway 
company and the Commissioners were advised that the company had a small plat- 
form and a half of a box car at that point for some time, that it became the resort 
for tramps and through their actions the car and platform were destroyed. ^ The 
platform was rebuilt at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, J903. 



No. 2704—1903. 

L. H. Paul. Wyoming, 1 

^ .- ^" o o« D ^, \ Condition of highway crossing, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul J * 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

This was complaint of the condition of the highway crossing at the corporation 
line north of Wyoming. The complaint stated that the crossing was upon low 
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^ound and on account of insufficient draina^^e it was almost impassable a great 
deal of tbe time. The company responded to this complaint by putting in several 
<:ars of rock, placing a tile to carry of the water, etc. , and since that time condi- 
tions have seemed to be satisfactory 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2705—1903. 
S. J. Hanby, Chequest, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



' Overcharge . 



Complaint filed April 14, 1903. 

The complainant in this case writes as follows: 

Some time prior to the 22d day of November, 1902, I ordered through Mr. O. W. Baker, of 
Eldon, Iowa(hebelDg a hardware dealer of that place), four rubber tired carriage wheebs 
intending to have them delivered at Bldon In time to ship them weet In a chartered car that we 
were pajlng fall car rates for and we did not have a half car load; accordingly we ordered the 
-car for the 24th of November. The wheels were ordered from 8. G. Qay, Ottawa, lU. The car 
that we ordered was from £Idon to Stockton, Kan. Mr. Oay, of Ottawa, wrote Mr. Baker at 
Bldon that he had shipped the wheels on the 22d. 

The car ordered came on the 24th. We held It until the 26th and could not hold It any longer 
and were compelled to let it go without the wheels; so when the wheels came they were for- 
'warded on to Stockton, Kan. , at an extra charge to us of IS. 09. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company, but as it was a matter 
that the Board had no jurisdiction in and the railway company declined to make 
refund, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2706-1903. 
F. M. Mbrcbr, Victor, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Company. 



Condition of undergrade farm 
crossing. 



J 

Complaint filed April, 16, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the mud in a culvert that was used for 
A stock pass was so deep as to make it impassable for stock . The matter was laid 
before the railway company, and after considerable correspondence was had the 
crossing was repaired to the satisfaction of the complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2707-1903. 



Dubuque & Sioux City Railway 
Company, 

V. 



Condemnation proceedings . 



Complaint filed April 17, 1903. 

This was an application for right to condemn certain lands in Hardin county- 
described in the application, bnt the case was withdrawn before bearing. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2708—1903. 
W. J. R. Beck, Fort Madison, 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed April 18, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the railwray company had allowed 
their ditches to be filled up causing the water to back upon his farm in Montrose 
township, Lee county, flooding the wells and cellars. The complaint was laid . 
before the officials of the railway company and the Commissioners were advised 
that the conditions complained of would be remedied at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2709—1903. 

Mark Moorman, Newton, ] 

V. I 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific j" Overcharge. 
Railway Company. | 

Complaint filed April 24, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that complainant had been overcharged $9.30 on 
shipment of household goods from Sioux City to Newton by the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway companies. Com- 
plaint was taken up with the companies interested and on August 8, 1903, the 
complainant advised the Board that his complaint had been settled by the Chicago ^ 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway corrpany. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2710-1903 
I. H. TOMLINSON, City Solicitor, Albia, 1 

Iowa Central RaiIway Company and f CondUion of street crossing . 
Wabash Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed April 24, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the lines of the respondent railway 
companies ran parallel crossing: South Main street and that the crossings were 
in such condition as to make them practically impassable. The matter complained 
of was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2711—1903. 

Isaac Maxwell, Indianola, 1 

_ J^' „ ^ V Undergrade farm crossing, 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy j 

Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed April, 27, 1903. 

In brief the complaint in this case was that the complainant who owned a farm 
intersected by the respondent railway had been provided with an undergrade 
crossing for many years, that the company now proposed to build a stone culvert 
to replace the bridge now used as undergrade crossing, of a size insufficient to be 
used as a crossing. The complainant desired that his under crossing be main- 
tained for him. The company in response to this complaint stated that it pro- 
posed to place a culvert six feet in width and seven feet in height in the clear » 
wide enough for the passage of stock. The company also stated that althougli it 
was believed there was no legal responsibility attached to the company in the 
matter, yet if the complainant desired, the culvert would be made eight feet in the 
clear. In response to this complainant stated that he desired to have it not only 
eight feet in heisfht but eight feet in width. Considerable correspondence ensued, 
which resulted in arrangements mutually agreeable to the complainant and the 
railway company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2712—1903. 
Fleming Brothers, Armstrong, ] 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul ^ '^'^'^''^^ /ii«W^'« at Bonair. 



j- Sti 



Railway Company. 

Complaint filed May 1, 1903, 

The complainants in this case stated that they owned and operated an elevator 
at Bonair, Howard county, on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St.Paul Railway, and that 
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said station was to be made a non -telegraphic station. The Commissioners took 
the matter up with the railway company ^t once and it was ascertained that there 
was not sufficient telegraphic business at that point to warrant the maintenance of 
telegraph service at that station, the population of Bonair being but fifty. The 
Commissioners requested the complainants to furnish an approximate statement 
indicating the amount of business done at Bonair, the number of cars of grata 
shipped out, the commercial necessity for telegraphic facilities, etc. The com- 
plainants made no response to this request, and under the showing that had been 
made to the Board the case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2713—1903. 
E. W. HiLLWEG, Des Moines, 1 



)- Train connectioits . 

I 



• V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed May 7, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

In behalf of myself and the general public I write to inquire if jour Board can Indace or com- 
pel the Ohicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company to improve their passenger service in 
this part of the State. Permit me to cite two instances in my own experience in the past few 
■dayj). I am on my way from New Hampton, Iowa, to Cresco, Iowa, two county seats in adjoin- 
ing counties, forty-six miles apart on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. I left New 
Uampton on No. 4, at 11:88 Xm., arrived at Calmar, 12:45 p.m., the next passenger is due to 
leave Calmar for Cresco at 8 :45 a.m. arriving at Cresco at 4:25 a.m., or seventeen hours by pas- 
senger to travel forty-six miles. You will note by the enclosed April, 1908, time card that a 
passenger train for Cresco leaves Calmar thirty-five minutes before arrival of No. 4. There is a 
freight due to leave Calmar at 8:40 p.m. arriving at Cresco about 10 or 10:80 p. m. , so by taking it 
the time would be reduced to about eleven hours. I am informed that a freight tometimeB leaves 
Calmar for Cresco at 2:50 P.M., but livery uncertain, as it U often abandoned, as is the ease 
today. Another way to make Cresco from New Hampton (or points west) is to take No. 8 from 
New Hampton at 0:62 p. m. , arrive at Calmar 0:55 p.m., leave Calmar 8:45 a.m , arrive at Creseo 
at 4:25 A.M., about eight hours time, all trains missing connections, possibly in the interest of 
the hotel here, which you will notice is a Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul depot hotel, their reg- 
ister showing from thirty to fifty guests, per day, not including those who patronize the lunch 
•counter. The main line service Is by no means good. I bad about two hours business at Baasett, 
Iowa, arrived there on No. 4 at 11 !lO A. m. and was unable to get out in either direction, not even 
by freight until 11:10 the next morning, just twenty-four hours later. 

Cannot something be done to secure a connection for passengers from the west for the Cresco 
line? It seems to be quite an important line, and mit>slng connections by half an hour and com' 
polling a layover at Calmar for half a day or more is an outrage and injustice. 

I do not wi'^h to secure notoriety, hence ask that this letter be not made public, but do ask 
that something be done to improve the service. 

The matter was taken tip with the railway company and connections were so 
rearranged that all cause for complaint was removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 
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No. 2714— 1S03. 
Mitchell Implement Company, Fort Dodge, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Company. 



' Loss of goods in transU. 



Complaint filed May 11, 1903. 

This was properly a complaint that the claim department of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company was unreasonably slow in handling claims. 
The attention of the railway company was called to the matter and the delay com- 
plained of was excused on the ground that in the removal from the old quarters in 
the depot building, papers had become mislaid, and it might take some days to 
reach cases that should have had early attention. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2715-1903. 

Herman Rolfes, Neola, ] 

Fort Dodge & Omaha Railway [ dangerous highway crossing. 

Company. j 

Complaint filed May 13, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the highway crossing on this line four 
miles south of Neola would be a very dangerous one as soon as the railway should 
be operated. The complaint was taken up with the railway company and in 
answer thereto Mr. W. B. Causey, general superintendent, stated: 

This oompanv has, we believe, complied with the statute and whatever difflcalties or dam- 
ages existing at the crossing are because of the character of the crossing and topography of the 
country and rto blame can in any way be attached to this company. 

I want to farther advise you that my predecessor, Mr. Colt, together with Mr. T. D. Healy, 
our general counsel, made a determined effort to effect a different kind of crossing with the 
board of supervisors of Pottawattamie county, but the action of the board finally compelled the 
company to make a grade crossing. 

It is now too late for the citizens to complain of the condition which this company tried to 
avoid but which the board of supervisors prevented. 

I am sure that this company tried to avQid the perils of a dangerous crossing, but the county 
authorities were not willing to permit the company so to do. 

In sending copy of Mr. Causey's statement to the complainant the board sug- 
gested that the county board of supervisors should, inasmuch as it had exclusive 
jurisdiction over highways, take this up with the railway company direct. The 
complainant was also advised that if this course did not produce satisfactory 
results the case might be presented to the Board again. The Commissioners hav- 
ing heard nothing further with reference to this complaint, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2716—1903. 

D. R. Lang, Levey, ^ 

V. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ ^^^^^ crosstyig. 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed May 19, 1903. 

The complainant desired a crossing on his farm placed in better condition so 
that his tenant might use the same safely and conveniently. Some correspondence 
ensued between the Board and the railway company which resulted at a latpr date 
in the matter being satisfactorily adjusted and the crossing placed in condition 
satisfactorily to Mr. Lang. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2717—1903. 

J. B. Miles et al, New Boston, 1 

V. • 

Atchison. Topeka & Santa Fe j" ^^^^^^ crossing. 

Railway Company. J 

CouDtplaint filed May 20, 1903. 

Citizens of New Boston complained to the Board that the defendant railroad 
company was building an underground crossing that would be impassable for loads 
of hay, threshing machines and binders. The complaint was brought to the at- 
tention of the railway company and General Manager Mudge replied that there was 
no public road at the point where the company was changing its bridge, and stated 
further that the company was replacing a pile bridge with stone masonry and 
were under no obligations to maintain such a bridge as would permit of use by 
teams. The complainants were advised of the answer of the railway company and 
made no response thereto and the Board has waited for such response since 
August 1st. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2718—1903. 

Citizens of Ewart \ 

V. [■ Abandontnent of station, 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Petition filed May 27, 1903. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

We the undersigned citizens of Ewart, Iowa, and vicinity, do hereby request that you as a 
Board of Commissioners take up the matter of replacing and retaining of a station agent at this 
point for the following reasons : 
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1. That there is no place of t-helter in which passengers may wait for trains, as depot is 
looked. 

2. That any goods shipped, not prepaid, are carried to Orinnell, a distance of ten miles, 
or to Montezumn, a distance of seven miles, irregardless of inconvenience or lofs to the owners. 

8. That it will drive basinefis from our town, from the simple fact that people are sure to go 
where there are shipping and telegraph facilities. 

4. That there is business enough to maintain a station agent, which we show on a separate 
sheet. 

That we can prove that this branch road, known an the Qrinnell and Montezuma branch of 
the Iowa Central Railway, was built mainly by contributions and donations of right of way with 
the understanding that there be a station located and maintained at the present site Called 
Ewart. 

RepresentatioQS were also made to the Board so that in sending the petition to 
the company the Commissioners said, among other things: 

The Commissioners understand that a very nice business ha^t been done at this station in the 
past, and that the station has been maintained ever since 1875 up to May 10, 1903. It also seems 
that when the Orinnell & Montezuma Railroad company built triis line in Poweshiek county it was 
built largely on public subscription. The notes that were given by the subscribers contain this 
stipulation : 

* * Phis note valid on condition said company establish and maintain good and suitable depot 
at point of intersection with section line between section 21 and 20, Pleasant township. ' 

And as the commissioners understand it the stock that was issued when these notes were 
paid contained the Fame statement. 

The distance between Orinnell and Montezuma is thirteen miles by rail, and it is stated to 
be about seventeen miles by wagon road. 

In answering this complaint the railway company insisted that there was not 
enough business to justify the expense of maintaining the station. However, the 
railway company granted the request of the petitioners and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2719—1903. 
Citizens of Rands 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul i" ^fx^ndonment of station. 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed May 28, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows : 

We, the undersigned patrons of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway desire to protest 
against the action taken by the company in doslDg Rands station. We take the movement as an 
invitation to transfer our patronage to the Chicago Qreat Western and other roads that are very 
soon to be convenient to us. 

We have been shippers over the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul road and think they are not 
treating us right, taking out the system of telegraphy. They lost four car loads of stock last 
week by not having a telegraph system here. 

It seemed that the petitioners were in error with reference to the abandonment 
of the station as the company only removed the telegraph instrument as the tele- 
graph business at that point did not warrant the expense attached to keeping a 
telegraph office. This explanation seemed to be satisfactory and the case was 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Digitized by 



Google 



304 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

No. 2720-1903. 

Ewer Brothers, Bagley, 1 

V. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j Drainage. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 1. 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We own the south half of section 4, township 81, range 81, Guthrie county. The Chicago. 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway runs through it east and west. On the west end they have quite 
a deep cut which extends on to the southeast quarter of section 5. The railroad company brings 
the water east through the cut from section 5 and dumps it out on both sides of the track on our 
land, which has caused us considerable damage the past year and will cause much more this year 
unless somethtag Is done soon. We have repeatedly called the roadmaster's attention to it, and 
not getting results we wrote the superintendent in regard to it a few weeks ago, but up to th& 
present writing he seems to ignore our requests the same as the roadmaster, therefore we appeal 
to you. 

The complaint ^as taken up with the officials of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company and Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager, explained 
the situation by the following letter: 

Replying to your favor of June 1st addressed to President Barling enclosing copy of com- 
plaint received from Ewer Brothers of Bagley, Iowa, in regard to drainage conditions in the 
vicinity of their property, in sections 8 and 4, about two miles west of Bagley—beg to advise that 
I have had the matter carefully investigated and find the facts in the case to be as follows : 

In 1901 our grade line in that vicinity was changed but doe<4 not reach back further into 
section 5 th»n it did previously so that water does UQt come now from any farther west than it 
has heretofore. There was originally a 24-inch pipe culvert about eight hundred and seventy 
feet west of the overhead highway bridge at the west end of their property. This was previous 
to the change in grade and when our track was considerably higher at that point than now. 
The culvert was put in to aid in carrying off water from the surrounding land In the depression 
in which the culvert was located— in all about fifteen or twenty acres. We found after putting the 
culvert ^In, however, that thelandlnthat immediate vidnlty had no natural drainage and that 
the water simply collected in the culvert and in the lowest places in the depression near there 
and remained there. The amount of water collected at this point was never sufficient, however, 
to cause the railway company any inconvenience or so far as we could learn, do any considerable 
damage to adjoining property. 

When the grade line was changed this culvert was taken out and the water from this small 
area has since been carried eastward through our cut and it is this water that Ewer Brothers 
complain of. The drainage of this small area has no doubt been of some benefit to Ewer 
Brothers' neighbor on the west, but as it never did any damage before when collected prac- 
tically all in one place. I fail to see how the wat-er drained from so small an area could do any 
considerable damage to Evver Brothers' land, especially when you consider that the water is 
practically all carried on our right of way. There was a ditch alonfr the embankment just west 
of onr pile bridge towards the east end of their land which was filled up when the change was 
made, and a new one made farther out. If this ditch has since filled up, we will take steps to see 
that it is opened up again. 

In conclusion [ wish to state that) we have allowed them to change the channel of Mosquito 
creek from the pile bridge near the east end of their property east 700 feet to 1,000 feet, placing it 
partially or wholly on our land. 

We also did a large portion of the grading for changing the channel of this creek, using the 
material for enlarging our embankment, but derived no benefit from the change. Our engineer 
who had charge of this work advises that he met the Ewer Brothers frequently and that 
they never made any complaint to him in regard to anything in connection therewith, and I 
think you will find on giving the matter further thought, that they have no legitimate grout ds 
for complaint. 

A copy of Mr. Williams* letter was sent the complainants but as they made no 
response it may be reasonably presumed that such steps were taken to remove 
cause for their complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 
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No. 2721—1903. 

Citizens of Durham, 1 

V. I 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy \ ^^^^^onment of station. 
Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed June 10, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows: 

Tom* petitioners in their own behalf and on behalf of a large number of perFons residents of 
the town of Durham and vicinity respectfully represent : That for many years last past the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company has kept and maintained a station, ticket and 
freight office, side tracks and such other building.-^ and erections as are necessary for the handling 
of freight and taking and letting off of passengers at the town of Durham in Marion county, 
Iowa. 

That the said buildings were built in part by donations from your petitioners and others inter- 
ested in having a freight and passenger station at the place mentioned, said contributions 
amounting in the aggregate to the sum of about four thousand dollars and were made with the 
distinct and positive agreement on the part of the railway company that said depot was to be 
maintained and conducted in the usual manner of railway stations of like character and that the 
said company would at all times keep and maintain the same as a freight and passenger depot 
and keep the necessary force and* employes at the station afori«aid for the proper and convenient 
service of the public doing business with said company at the town of Durham, including a 
ticket and telegraph agent and persons to look after the loading of cars and handlir.g of freight 
and do all things which the traffic of said station might reasonably demand. 

That on the 20th day of May, 1908, the said company in violation of its contract and of its 
duty to the public as a common carrier and to the detriment and damage to a large number of 
persons and the interest of the public generally, removed its ticket and freight agent from said 
depot, ^nd all its employes formerly kept on duty at said station, and locked up the station 
house, Including waiting room, ticket office and freight and baggage room and refused to keep the 
said building open to the public desiring to transact business with said company or to furnish 
any facilities to the public or to persons having business with said company at said station, and 
as a result thereof your petitioners and all persons desiring to make shipments of freight from 
said station are compelled to go to the next nearest station, being the station recently erected at 
Harvey, being about four miles distant by highway, in order to obtain the services of said com- 
pany in making shipments of freight from the town of Harvey aforesaid and to o4>tain cars for 
the shipment of stock and to properly bill the eame, that cars placed on the side ti ack for loading 
at Eaid station are left to stand without the care or supervision of any employe or agent of the 
company and at the risk of the parties using the same, all to the damage and injury of petition- 
ers and all other persons transacting business with said company at said station aforesaid. 

Wherefore your petitioners ask that said railway company may be ordered and compelled to 
keep and operate its said station of Durham in the same manner that stations of like character 
are managed and operated and provide and keep suitable facilities for the receiving and handling 
of freight as provided by law and in compliance with the terms of Its contract. 

A copy of the petition was sent the respondent railroad company, and Mr. W. 
D. Eaton asked that they be furnished with a copy of the agreement referred to. 
In response to this request the petitioners said that the contracts referred to were 
' 'largely oral" but could be fully proven by living witnesses. The Commissioners 
advised the company of this statement of the petitioners and at a later date the 
Board was advised by Superintendent H. C. Nutt that he had been recently at 
Durham * ' and made arrangements for one of the citizens there to act as our 
agent.'' 

This disposition of the matter was satisfactory to the petitioners. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2722-1903. 

Board of Trusters, Buckingham 

Township, Tama County, 

V. [ Drainage, 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 

Company. 

Complaint filed June 13, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

For oause of complaint against the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, yonrcom. 
plalnants show : 

1. That they are the board of trustees of Buckingham township, Tama county, lo^'a, and 
are charged by law with overseeing work upon the public highways of the said township and with 
keeping said highways in proper repair. 

2. That on or about the year 1899 a railway was constructed through said town hip, running 
north and south, and passing through sections 2 and 11 thereof and crossing the public highway 
that runs east and west between said sections, which railway is now owned and operated by the 
said Chicago & North- Western Railway company. 

8. That prior to the building of the Faid railroad, there was a low piece of land or bai»tn into 
which a considerable tract of land drained and into which the surface water of said tract was 
carried, lying just north of said highway. That the said low land was drained by a natural water 
course and well-defined passageway and channel across the said public highway in a southwesterly 
direction into section 11 and thence into a small creek lying beyond. That where the said high- 
way crossed the highway from section 2 into section 11 a culvert was built that afforded ample 
passage room for the water and made the highway passable at all times. That the water did not 
accumulate in this low ground prior to the building of the railroad but passed off through this 
channel and culvert. 

4. That in the construction of said railroad and embankment or road bed for the track was 
built north and south through this low piece of land and across the said public highway, the said 
embankment being constructed several feet high and above the surface of the land. The said 
embankment crosses the public highway at t hat point where the culvert and waterway had thereto- 
fore been, and in the construction the culvert was torn out and the waterway crossed b v a solid 
embankment. That a culvert was placed under the said railroad some twenty rods north of this 
point, but that It does not drain the low land for the reason ,that it Is not low enough, and that no 
other provision was made for the drainage of .^ aid low land. 

5. That all of the water that formi rly passed off through this waterway and culvert is now 
dammed back into that part of the said low land that lies east^of the railroad and there accumnlat^s 
and sta'ids until it evaporates or soaks away. That because of the said construction the said 
public highway is and for many months during the years 1902 and 1903 has been entirely covered 
with water Just east of the said railroad bed and is therefore impassable and rendered entirely 
useless. 

6. That the said company should and could with reasonable expense replace under their track 
and through their roadbed the said waterway and drainage passage and allow the water to pass 
off southwest as formerly. Or they could construct a ditch along the east side of their roadbed 
to the creek. 

7. That the said company has been repeatedly notified of the said flooding and requested to 
provide proper drainage, but has refused and neglected to do so. 

8. That it is important that the highway be Immediately made passable, for that many 
children must pass along it or around it every day to attend the public school of that district. 

9. That the plat hereto attached and made a part hereof, is a true plat of the premises. 
Wherefore by reason of the facts herein set out your complainants pray that such relief may 

be given them as is equitable and proper. 

The complaint was taken up with the general management of the Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company , and Mr. W. A. Gardner wrote the Board on 
June 22d that further drainage would be provided as requested; the complainants 
were so advised and the adjustment was satisfactory to them. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 
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No. 2723—1903. 
Mason City & Fort Dodgb 1 

Railroad Company. • Condemnation of land at Oelwein, 

Richard Rundlb. J 

Application filed June 20. 1903. 

In this application the Board gave the usual notices and had a hearing on the 
premises, but reserved decision until further notice from the railway company. 
The case is now closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2724—1903. 
B. P. RuSHBR, Linn burg, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



Failure to furnish cars. 



Complaint aied June 20, 1903. 

.The complainant desired cars for shipment of sand and also complained of un- 
reasonable delay in handling the shipments. The company through its superin- 
tendent, Mr. Wm. D. Hodge, stated that it was the intention to remove cara 
promptl/ and it was evidently some misunderstanding which he would try to have 
avoided in the future. Mr. Hodge's answer was sent the complainant and the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Telegraph facilities. 



No. 2725—1903. 
Citizens of Beloit, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed June 24, 1903. 

The petitioners in this case complained that by reason of the railway company 
removing the telegraph operator, the shippers were greatly discommoded and 
asked that the telegraph office be reinstated. In answering this complaint Mr. H. 
R. Williams, general manager, said: 

I have gone into this matter carefully and find that the receipts from the telegraph business at 
that point for the four months ending April, 1908, average less than $4 per month, and in view of 
this fact I do not think we would be warranted in maintaining an agent at that point who is a teleg- 
rapher. With the increasing popularity of the telephone I presume the people of Beloit will not 
be without these accommodations, and I hardly think they will be inconvenienced by our action 
to any considerable extent. 

The station will remain, of course, as before, a full-fledged freight and passenger station, the 
only change being that the telegraph instruments have been removed. 
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Mr. Williams' statement was sent to Hon. Geo. £. Henderson, mayor, for the 
petitioners, and as no further statements were made by the complainants the Com- 
missioners believed the explanation satisfactory, and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2726—1903. 

S. T. Churchill, Arthur, 1 

V. I 

Chicago & North- Western Railway j ^^^^*^^^^* 
Company. j 

Complaint filed June 26, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We have a pieoe of road mnnlDg along the Chicago & North- Western Railway which has been 
impassable for the past eight weeks caused bj railroad company not famishing water way ander 
their track so water can drain off. This road is located in northwest quarter section 20, Blaln 
township, Ida county, Iowa. Party owning land north of road has been allowing teams to go 
through his land but has shut them out now and we are obliged to close one mile of the road. 
This is one of the main traveled roads of the township and should be kept open for travel, but 
until the railway company does something to let the water out it is impossible for us to work the 
road. The officials of the Sioox City division have been notified several times regarding this but 
do not seem to be inclined to do anything to remedy the matter so we call on you to write them 
and see what can be done to have this road opened for travel |tt once. 

The answer of the railway company follows: 

The Chicago & North- Western Railway company, for answer to the several complaints of S. 
T. Churchill of Arthur, Iowa, respectfully represents that the original complaint of Mr. Churchill, 
dated June 26, 1903, stated as cause of his complaint, that the said railway company was ' *not 
furnishing water way under their track so water can drain off. " It appeared upon examination 
that the highway, the drainage of which it is complained is Interfered with, rans i>arallel with the 
tracks of the North- Western company, and that at the point of controversy the railway company 
has two pile bridges, aggregating ninety-six feet in length, which afford ample drainage for the 
place complained of, while the highway along the same distance has only two small boxes 
and a bridge about twenty feet in length. When this situation was suggested to Mr. Churchill he 
filed a second complaint alleging that * 'the railway company has provided a bridge large enough 
to carry the water off but they have allowed their ditch to fill up with dirt washed off the high 
land so the water runs away from the bridge and causes it to overflow the public highway and 
make the road impassable in wet weather. " 

An investigation of the locality discloses that the cause of the flooding of the highway is want 
of care on the part of the road supervisor, or other proper officers, in not maintaining the ditch 
along the highway immediately outside of the right of way of the Chicago & North- W^tern Bail- 
way company. This ditch, properly maintained, will obviate the situation complalaed of by Mr. 
Churchill. 

We respectfully suggest that it is not the duty of the railway company to perform Ihe duties 
of the road supervisor, and that if the highway authorities will maintain their ditch along the 
highway it will entirely obviate the trouble complained of by Mr. ChurchilL 

A copy of the answer was sent the complainant and he was asked, if it was his 
wish to carry the case further, to file such statements in rebuttal thereto as he 
might desire . Nothing farther was heard from him and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2727-1903. 



Train service of the Gowrie-Sibley 
Branch, 



Citizens op Pocahontas et al., 

V. 

Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed June 27, 1903. 

The Commissioners received petitions in this case from the citizens of Ware, 
Moneta, Palmer, l^aurens, Manson, Sibley, Melvin, Somers and Plessis, protesting 
ag^ainst the abandonment of passenger train service upon the Gowrie-Sibley branch 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company. The Commissioners 
p'rint herewith only one of the petitions, as they are in the main identical: 

We, the undersigned, reeidents and citizens of the town of Plessis, being located on a 
branch of the Chicago, Bock Island & Pacific Railway company running from Qowrie to Sibley, 
lowrt, a distance of one hundred and ten miles, respectfully state to your honorable body that up 
to the 16th of August, 1906, the Bock Island Railway company ran a passenger train over said 
line each way every day, that said passenger train, up to August 16, 1908, being the date on 
which it was taken off, left Sibley every day, excepting Sunday, at 10.50 a. m. , and arrived at 
Oowrie, Iowa, at 8.15 p. m., at which place it was turned around and left Oowrle at 4.06 p. M., 
arriving at Sibley at 8. 80 p. M. , that on August 16, 1908, said railway company discontinued said 
passenger train, and there is now but one regular train each way every day, being a freight train 
which leaves Qowrie at 7. 80 In the morning and, when on tfme, arrives at Sibley at 6. 80 in the 
evening, and the freight train running south leaves Sibley at 6. 80 in the morning and arrives at 
Oowrle at 3. 05 in the afternoon. That occasionally additional trains are run up and down the 
track, but they are extras and of no benefit to the traveling public. 

That between Sibley and Oowrle there are seventeen intervening stations, none of which 
have passenger service, excepting by means of this freight train, excepting those towns which 
are located on other roads. 

We would therefore petition your honorable body to take up an investigation of this matter 
at once, to fix a time for a formal hearing, and if the facts justify it to require the Bock Island 
Railway company to give us better passenger facilities and to give us at least one passenger train 
each way eadi day. 

The Commissioners took the matter up promptly with the railway company and 
Mr. C. A. Goodnow, general manager said: 

Beplylng to your favor of the 17th Inst, relative to complaint of the buianess men of Poca. 
hontas, regarding a reduction in our train service on our Oowrie branch: The passenger 
train which has heretofore operated over the line between Sibley and Oowrie has 
earned less than thirty (80) cents per mile. Under these circumstances we feel that since this 
train fell so far below the cost of the service that we could not continue it. We beUeve that we 
have furnished under the new schedule adequate service for the territory referred to. I shall be 
^lad to furnish you any further Information that you may desire. 

Subsequent to the foregoing the Board received many letters from the different 
residents along this branch line urging that a freight train each way per day carry- 
ing passengers was not proper passenger train service. It was shown that the 
running time of this train was less than twelve miles per hour when on time, also 
that the interests tributary to this line were considerable, the country practically 
new and development progressing rapidly so that after carefully considering all the 
phases of the question , and after having a personal conference with the officials of 
the railway company the Commissioners wrote the railway company their views as 
follows: 

The Commissioners direct me to write you their opinion concerning the Oowrle-Slbley branch 
train service. • * ♦ 

Conceding the fact that the passenger trains upon the branch In question are operated by the 
company at a loss, yet as common carriers, with the duties it owes the public as such, and know* 
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ing the oompanj to be solvent and doing a profitable bnalness, considering its whole system, it is 
the opinion of the CommiSBion that it is theclear duty of the railway company 10 revtore the 
train service upon this 110 miles of railway. In considering this question the Commissioners 
would be permitted, under the decisions of the courts, to attach but little importance to the fact 
that your company is operating freight trains upon which passengers may be carried. The 
freight trains of today are not considered or regarded as a safe method of transportation for pas- 
sengers. To be sure, they may be used to advantage by a certain clas:i of passengers, but speak- 
ing generally, they are not such a safe, convenient and adequate 'passenger service as the law 
imposes upon a common carrier of passengers. 

It ii also the opinion of the board that when your company abandoned the passenger service 
upon this line, it abandoned a duty which, as a common carrier. It owes the public, and that it 
would be a discrimination against the seventeen towns aad territory tributary tnereto to refuse 
to restore this train service. If the action taken by your company was merely a reduction of the 
numbet- of passenger trains, the position of the company would be much stronger, mo- e reason' 
abl«) and consistent perhaps, but where the service is abandoned entirely, as in effect it Is in this 
case, it seems to the Commission that it is an abandonment of a public duty which the company 
owes to the people along this line of road. In the judgment of the board the court-s of this State 
would not permit such a state of affairs if the same were brought to their attention, for the decia 
ions of the courts are against the position taken by the company; that is. that the earnings of 
their passenger trains should be the controlling reason for the action of the company. 

The section of the county through which this line runs is a rich and productive one. It is all 
under improvement and is a well settled part of the State. New business firms are being organ- 
ized at the various towns along this line, and the Commissioners believe that with proper enoour- 
agement this branch line will not only continue to give you increased earnings In the freight 
department, but that the passenger earnings will also be remunerative. 

The Commia'^ioners have arrived at th^ above conclusions after considering all the facts and 
oircamstances connected with the matter. 

In response to this letter the company restored the train service as requested by 
the petitioners and the case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2728—1903. 
G. P. Arnold, Garden Grove, 1 

Chicago, Burlin Jton & Quincy Rail- [ ^'^^^'^ crossing, 
ROAD Company. j 

Complaint filed June 27, 1903. 

Mr. Arnold's complaint was in the following manner. 

I enclose herewith a letter from Mr. Q. W. Fabens, an official of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad company. The subway in question is of great convenience to my farm and its 
abolition will be severely felt. 

No grade cro.s<>iag can be estal^lished that will serve my purpose nearly so well. There is no 
water in the farther side of the suhway pasture, and the subway connects the homestead and bam 
with 640 acres of land that I uso largely for pasturage. I now file my protest against the filling up 
of the subway under the said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad track and respectfully ask, 
that if it i.'t within the purview of your powers, that you make your protest effective. It may be 
remarked-in this connection that I have enjoyed a subway at this point for over twenty- five years, 
and that some years ago when the bridge at this point was filled, the present subway was Ictf t for 
my especial convenience. I will be glad to furnish you a plat of my premises showing the approxl* 
mate location of the subway in question to the other fields of the farm, the location of buildings 
and general arrangements of the premises. 

A copy of the paper which Mr. Arnold referred to is inserted herewith: 

The contract which jou have had with the railroad company for an under crossing at bridge 
2'2A, near Garden Qrove, expired May 5, 1M3. Ina«much as the bridge will have to be rebuilt or 
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filled we have decided to take advantage of the terms of the contract, which (ifives us the right 
to fill this bridge and close up the nnder crossing at the expiration of the contract. 

The Commissioners acknowledged receipt of the complaint advising the com- 
plainant that the case would have to be taken up on its merits, the Commissioners 
not having authority to enforce contracts, etc. The legal department of the rail- 
way company in answering this complaint said: 

In the spring of 1898 the company intended to fill in this bridge and had the material on the 
ground for so doing Mr. Arnold objected to this being done, and. after some negotiation? a 
written agreement was entered into between Mr. Arnold and the railroad company which pro- 
vided that the railroad company should maintain the bridge as an under crossing for ten years 
from May 15, 1893. This contract also provided: ' 'That after the expiration of said ten years 
said under crosing may be closed up if said first party (the railroad company) so desires. " You 
will see, therefore, that the company in closing up this opening is simply doing what Mr. Arnold 
agreed it might do and have the right to do. I think the facts mu-it have escaped Mr. Arnold's 
memory, as from what I know of him he is not the kind of a man who would undertake to escape 
the obligation of any agreement which he might make. 

I am advised that Mr. Arnold already has two private crossings on his farm, one 950 feet east 
and the other 850 feet wedt of th j old subway. He alre^f has one more than he is entitled to 
under the statutes. It does noc seem to us that we ought to be called upon to build any more 
crossings on this farm. As your board well knows, every additional crossing Increases the danger 
in operating the road, not to speak of increasing the expense. 

Mr. Arnold insisted that inasmuch as the railroad has seven-eighths of a mile 
through his farm that he was entitled to an open grade crossing in lieu of the sub- 
way that had been filled. The company insisted that it had a right, under the 
written agreement with Mr. Arnold, to close the subway, but offered, in order to 
close the gates, to place a grade crossing about five hundred feet northeast of the 
old bridge and fit it with cattle guards, wing fences and gates. If they did this, 
however, they would have to take out both of the other grade crossings, as the 
company did not feel warranted in maintaining an expensive grade crossing such 
as described while at the same time maintaining other crossings on the same farm. 
As this proposed disposition of the complaint seemed to the Commissioners to be a 
fair proposition the Board took no further action in the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2729-1903. 
C. C. Smith, Somers, ^ 

V. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ ^^^*^*^ of stock yards. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 1, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was to the effect that the stock yards at Somers were 
located within 200 feet of the business part of the town, and were almost in the 
center of a natural water way, that the conditions were such that it made the 
yards a nuisance to public health and the Board was asked to take action. In 
response to this complaint the railway company cleaned the yards, but this was 
not satisfactory to the complainants and the Board was advLsed later that the city 
would proceed in another way to have the matter adjusted and the case was 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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Speed of trains through town. 



No. 2730—1903. 
O. T. Watland, Mayor, Huxley, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed July 6, 1903. 

Mr. Watland filed complaint in this matter as follows: 

I wish to enter complaint in regard to the speed of the railroad train running through this 
town. The passenger g^ing east about 12. SO at noon falls to catch the mail verj often and it 
seems to be on account of the high speed of the train. I would like to have them slow up to about 
twenty miles per hour. Our town is one mile square and they make the distance in about 
one minute. 

We have 300 people inside the limits although some maps give it fifty or oae hundred but that 
was before the town was known to be one mile square. We think with the number of people 
here and the thickly settled farming community we should have better train service. 

Mr. H. R. Wili'iaais, general manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway company, wrote the Board as follows: 

With reference to failure of train No. 4 to catch mall at that point : I am advised that this 
tr &in has failed to catch the mail bat once in the past sixty or ni .lety days, and there is therefore 
no reasonable ground for complaint on that score. 

Huxley id a very small place and I confess 1 do not see the necessity of slowing up trains to 
twenty miles per hour. There is but one public crossing inside the switches, which is a country 
road, and trains can be seen a long diataace ia both directions. Our tracks through Huxley are 
almost straight. In view of these facts we do not feel that there is any danger whatever In 
running trains at a high rate of speed through thU place and I think on farther consideration 
you will agree with me. 

A cop]^ of the foregoing was sent Mr. Watland and as nothing further was 
heard from him the case may be regarded as closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December, 1, 1903. 



No. 2731-1903. 
Louis E. Biqler, Wadena, 

V 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ '^^^^^raph facilities 



Railway Company. 



J 



Complaint filed July 10, 1903. . 

Mr. L. E. Bigler, postmaster, complained that the railway company had 
abandoned Wadena as a telegraph station, and that the people at that place were 
anxious to have the same restored. Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager of the 
railway company, said in answer to this complaint that the amount of telegraph 
business done at that point would not warrant the company in maintaining a tele- 
graph station there and providing an agent who was- an operator; further, from 
the very small amount of business done, it could hardly be said that telegraph 
facilities at that point were a necessity. As the population of Wadena is less than 
two hundred the Board took no further action in the case, orher than to send a 
copy of Mr. Williams' statement to the complainant, who made no response thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2732—1903. 

L. B. Hanna, Postal Clerk, Austia and 1 . ' 

Albia, I Ifnpraper condition of engine 

V. [ No. 40. 

lowA Cnbtral Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 13, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

I beg to call 7onr attention to the fact that engine No. 40, in use on the Iowa Oentral, has 
jumped the track five times in the past four weeks, and also that this is a common occurrence for 
this engine. This is the engine that jumped the track July 4, 1002. near Hampton, Iowa, in which 
two postal clerks lost their livee, and the postal clerks ride in car behind this engine. Will you 
give this your kind attention? 

Jumped the track this forenoon north of Bddyville. 

The matter was brought to the attention of Vice President L. F. Day of the 
Iowa Central Railway company and on July 16th he wrote the Commission that the 
engine would be taken out of service until the cause for derailment had been ascer- 
tained. On July 30th Mr. Hanna wrote the Board again stating that the company 
had again placed the engine in active service and he would like to have report 
showing the cause for the derailment. The Board again communicated with Mr. 
Day and elicited from him the following: 

This will acknowledge receipt of your favor of the Slst ult. with enclosure from Postal Olerk 
L. B. Hanna, relative to engine No. 40. We have never had any trouble with this engine, and do not 
anticipate any. I do not think my letter to you on this subject, written July 16th, was as clear as , 
it should have been, or as I thought it was. since in the first part of it I spoke of the trucks of 
engine No. 40 leaving the track. This is an error, as Indicated by the latter portions of the same let- 
ter, it being the trucks of engine No. 40's tank that left the track. This tank has been taken out of 
service and another tank with which we have never had any trouble has been connected up with 
engine 40, which is again in service. I assume that Postal Olerk Hanna was without this informa- 
tion when he wrote you on the 80th ult. 

This explanation being satisfactory the case was^ closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2733-1903. 
M. D. Stoner, Iowa City, 1 

^' y Cattle pass. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa City & South- ) 

ERN Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 18, 1903. 

The complainant in this case desired a cattle pass where the respondent railway 
company, then constructing a line, had a fill of five feet and eight inches. The 
complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. Wm. G. Dows, presi- 
dent of the railway company, answered the complaint as follows: 

In regard to thecfue, will say that we have had considerable trouble with him in every way. 
At first he was going to give us the right of way through his farm, then asking a price that was 
outrageous. The sheriff's jury was then called and fixed a price, and from this award he has 
appealed . As provided by law we deposited the money with the sheriff and went ahead, taking 
possession of the land. We feel that what he wants in the way of compensation is absurdly 
high as we have complied with the law In the matter and it is now in the hands of the district 
court. 
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In regard to the under ground crossing for Mr. Stoner, will say that the statement that he 
would have to sell all of his stock Is also absurd, as our road does not cut his farm an j more than 
the average railroad cuts the average farm. There are plenty of plaoes for surface croS'^ings and 
no good place for underground crossings. Our embankment is so low across his farm that It 
would be Impossible for us to put in an underground cattle pass and drain the same on cor own 
right of way. 

Mr. Stoner has done everything he could down there to retard the building of the road. One 
of the things that Mr. Stoner wanted us to do was to guarantee and agree to change the highwaiy 
crossing on his farm which, of course, we would not, under the circumstances, agree to dow W» 
do not cross a pasture but keep through a cornfield and orchard all the way. 

The whole trouble with Mr. Stoner Is this : He ha^ been trying to compel us to pay an out 
n^eous price for the same and to get an underground crossing, which we have refused to grant* 
as I said before. 

Mr. Stoner's entire actions, in regard to the railroad running in that county dees not meet 
with the approval of his neighbors and friends. The parties living on each side of him gave ii» 
the right of way, and from each one we took a great deal more land and run a great deal farther 
than on the land of Mr. Stoner. 

Inasmuch as the fill is not hig;b enough to permit of any undergrade crossins: 
and the farther fact that Mr. Stoner made no response to the answer of the rail- 
way company, a copy of which was sent him, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Condition of undergrade farm crossing- 
near Rembrandt. 



No. 2734-1903. 
J. M. Bartholow, Urbana, Illinois, 

V. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 

COMPANY. 

Complaint filed July 20, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

The subway No. 117, three mile-^ south of Rembrandt on the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
running through my farm, could not be in much worse condition. So much stock has been pass- 
ing through for the past two years, and it has been so wet, that it has become dangerous f<M* the 
stock, as the mud is some three feet deep and of course they carry a great deal out of the subway 
every time they pass and ultimately will make it dangerous. The railroad company was rery 
kind in granting the subway, and I am loth to ask for much, but three carloads of gravel or two 
or three hundred old ties and the subway could be made safe for my stock and the company. I 
will be only too glad to bear any pari of the expense that you consider I should pay. 

The company responded by stating that they would place the gravel as wanted . 

Des Moines, Iowa. December 1, 1903. 



No. 2735-1903. 
L. S. Helphrey, Newton. 

V. 

Newton & Northwestern 
Railroad Company. 



Undergrade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed July 21, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had an undergrade crossing on theRockIsIaad» 
that he desired to have the same kind of a crossing under the track of the Newton 
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and Northwestern railway company running parallel to the Rock Island at a point 
opposite the crossing on the Rock Island. The matter was laid before the officials 
of the Newton and Northwestern Railway company and on August 10th the com- 
plainant advised the Board that the matter was adjusted satisfactorily to him. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2736-1903. 
Citizens op Donnan, ^ 

V. I 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul \ ^^^^^^P^ facilUies. 
Railway Company. j 

Petition filed July 21, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows : 

We, the undersigned citizens of Donnan, Iowa, and traveling salesmen, having experienced 
for some time the inconvenience of having no telegraph operator at this junction, and believing 
it would be of great benefit to the general public to have an operator here, do hereby petition you 
to use your influence in locating an operator at this place. 

In answering the petition the company stated, by Mr. H. R. Williams, general 
manager: 

Replying to your favor of July 22d, enclosing copy of petition received from the citizens of 
Donnan Junction, requesting that they be afforded telegraph facilities in our depot at that place, 
beg to advise that the population of the town is so small, numbering less than fifty in all, I am 
told, and there Is so l.ttle business handled there, that we can not consistently be expected to go 
to the expense of installing an agent at that point who it a telegraph operator. 

When eve-ything is taken into con<ideration, I think you will agree with me in this eon* 
elusion. 

The Commissioners, upon the showing made, do not believe that they would 
have the right at this time to order telegraph services for the station of Donnan. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2737-1903. 



J. E. Stevens, Bentonsport, 1 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 
Railway Company. • J 



^' ^ Overcharge — interstate. 



Complaint filed July 25, 1903. 

The complainant in this case thought he had an overcharge on wheeled scrapers 
from Aurora, Illinois, to Bentonsport. Upon investigation, however, it was found 
the charge made him was correct. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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Loss of goods in transit. 



No. 2738—1903. 
Mrs. Lillian Timmons, Wichita,Kans. 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed July 27, 1903. 

This was a complaint that a couch shipped with a bill of goods from Chariton 
to Wichita, Kan. , had been lost in transit. A great deal of correspondence fol- 
lowed the filing ot this complaint and upon September 14, 1903, complainant 
acknowledged receipt of check for $43.43 payment for lost couch . 

Oes Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Loss of milk cans from station platform. 



No. 2739—1903. 
B. R. Churchill, Royal, 

V. 

Illinois Central Railroad 
Company. 

Complaint filed July 30, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he bought tickets for milk cans to be shipped to 
Fort Dodge but that the cans disappeared from the station platform and he desired 
the company to refund him the amount of loss, which was $7.94. While this was 
a case not within the jurisdiction of the Board, the matter was taken up with the 
railroad company, but Mr. J. Osborn, general baggage agent, under date of 
August 12th, declined to entertain the claim for the following reason: 

It was iavestigated and we learned that the total number of cans shipped from Richards on the 
date in question were delivered to the consifcnee at Fort Dodge and I notified our agent to this 
effect, requesting him to inform Mr. R. R. Churchill accordingly. 

In both of these cases we carried out oar contract and if there was any failure the consignee la 
the one responsible. Please note that the first item in this claim was not brought to our agent's 
attention until February 2Ist, two months after the shipment had been made ; In fact, the second 
was not mentioned until the above date. We therefore think that under the circumstances the 
company should not assume any responsibility. 

Had the consignee reported this shortage directly to the consignor and he brought ih to our 
agent immediately, we could have made a more complete and definite investigation and ascer- 
tained just where the leakage happened. In any event I do not see wherein the company is liable 
for this loss. 

The complainant was advised of the stand taken by the railway company and 
the case closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Undergrade farm. crossing. 



No. 2740—1903. 
J. P. Frederickson , Ruthven, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed August 5, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had previously been supplied with an under- 
grade farm crossing; that the railway company in running the bridge had con- 
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eluded to replace it with a 48-iQch pipe. He also stated that the proposed culvert 
would not be in the right place to properly drain the land. The case was taken 
up with the railway company, and on August 7th the Board received word from 
Mr. Prederickson to take no further action in the matter . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2741—1903. 
Hblmbr & GoRTNBR, Mechaulcsville, ^ 

Chicago & North- Western Railway [ ^'''^**''^ ^'""' ^"*''^- 
Company. J 

Complaint filed August 14, 1903. 

The complainants in this case wrote as follows: 

We own a farm adjoining the Chicago & North* Western right of way at this town. The gate 
to the farm is about forty rods fast from the depot and the only way to the gate is across the 
tracks. 

The company Is in the habit of leaving cars on the switch before the gate so it is impossible for 
us to get in or out. 

We have notified them several times abont this matter and they continue to leave cars there 
sometimes for two days. 

If there is anj way you can fix this matter for us we will be obliged to you. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company and adjusted. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



■ Overcharge in interstate shipment. 



No. 2742—1903. 

The E. H. Martin Telephone Com- i 
pany, Webster City, 

V. 

United States Express Company 

and 
Adams Express Company. J 

Complaint filed August 18, 1903. 

The complaint in his case was as follows: 

Is there any reason for the following charges? 

We had a box from New York by the United States Express and it came via Waterloo. The 
charges from New York to Waterloo (where there are two or more express companies) was SI, 
and from Waterloo here, seventy miles, the charges were forty cents. 

It is almost impossible to get a package pmall enough to come under the twenty-five cent rate 
as they have lifted the prices nearly 60 per cent in the last six months. 

Will you kindly look into the matter and advise. 

Mr. C. H. Crosby, vice president of the United States Express company an- 
swered the complaint in the following manner: 

You addressed a letter to Mr. W. H. Quick, general superintendent of this company and a 
resident of your city, on August 18th, in which you enclosed a copy of a letter received from the 
B. H. Martin Telephone Company of Webster City, Iowa, referring to It as self explanatory. 
This letter was in due course referred to me, and I beg to answer your inquiry, that a charge of 
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forty cents was made from Waterloo, Iowa, to Webster City, Iowa, for the reason that soeh la 
the customary and published charge of the United States Express Company. The United States 
Express Company has no kn iwledge that It is an illegal charge; but if it can be shown to be an 
illegal charge the Express company will hasten to comply with the law. 

The rate in question is baaed upon the express graduated card under a rate of ninety cents 
per one hundred pounds between Waterloo, Iowa, and the rate authorized by your honorable 
body. 

We desire to answer the charge made by the E. H. Martin Telephone Company with the 
utmost courtesy and forbearance; but their statement that the United States Express Company 
has lifted the price neu'ly 50 per cent in the last ($ix months is f^imply false; and if it may not be 
out of place to say so, we consider such gross and unfounded charges made to your honorable 
Commission as a serious calumny and damage to this company. No advance whatever has bean 
made in the express tariff of this company from Waterloo, Iowa, to Webster City, Iowa, and this 
compa£.y has been very careful, so far as lay in its power, to comply with every statute of your 
State. 

We presume you will not consider thiscomplaint worthy of further consideration; but if it 
were possible for us to institute legal proceedings against a firm which makes such damaging and 
untruthful charges against the United States Express Company, we would be glad to do so ; and 
jt your honorable Board can point out any remedy that we have at law, we will be glad to avail 
ourselves of it. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. £. H. Martin who replied that his com- 
plaint was that the United States Express company had no right to accept a pack- 
age at New York that the could not deliver at Webster City when the Adams 
Express company that could deliver at Webster City had an office in New York. 
Further his complaint was that the Adams Express company had overcharged 
them and not the United States Express company. Upon this the Commissionera 
laid the entire matter before the officials of the Adams Express company and Mr. 
J. H. Bradley, general traffic manager, replied on October 9, 1903, as follows: 

I have investigated the alleged overcharge on shipment from New York City consigned to Mr. 
E. H. Martin, Webster City, Iowa. His complaint is first, that the United States Express com- 
pany should not have forwarded the shipment from New York City, and second, that our charge 
from Waterlo to Webster City was excessive. 

Under an agreement between the Adams, American and United States Exprras companies, 
which has been in effect for twenty-five years, either company is permitted, at New York City 
or other points east of the Ohio and Pennsylvania line, to forward business destined to exclusive 
offices of either of the companies west of that line, way billing same to convenient transfer 
point, the through charge to be same as would be made by the company having the through line. 
Under this agreement, the delivering company is entitled to its local charge from transfer point 
to destination. 

In the case of the shipment referred to, the through charge by the American Express com- 
pany's line would have been $1. 30. The charge made by the United States Express company in 
connection with our company from Waterloo was $1.40, and the originating company would, of 
course, reduce its charge so that the through charge would not amount to more than $1.80. 
Letter from our agent at Webster City says that such refund has been made. I understand that 
the transaction occurred during the absence of our regular agent and his assistant was not 
familiar with the rules governing such cases. 

It will be noted by the above that refund was made to the telephone company 
and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2743—1903. 

DswELL Lumber Company, Collins, 1 
V. I 

Chicago.. Milwaukee & St. Paul \^^te for coal house. 
Kailway Company. j 

Complaint aied August 22, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they were unable to obtain site for 
coal house, although there was abundance of room at that station. The com- 
plaint was at once taken up with the railway company and General Manager H. 
R Williams stated that while there was no necessity for another coal house at that 
point, yet site would be granted the petitioners, and the case was therefore closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2744-1903. 
W. C. Gambell, Mayor, Sigourney, 1 

CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC [ Condition of overhead highway Crossing . 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed August 28, 1903. 

Hon. W. C. Gambell, Mayor of Sigourney, in writing the Board with refer- 
ence to this case, said: 

We have within the oorporation of Sigoorney a large wagon bridge which was const meted by 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company some twenty years ago. The said bridge 
was constructed as an overhead crossing, and it is supposed to be the dnty of the railroad com- 
pany to keep the same in good repair. However, the company neglects and refuses to rebuild 
or to keep it in good repair. The railroad company has been notified to repair it as it 
was considered dangerous to public travel. The company refused to repair the same, 
«iid gave this office to understand that they would repair it when they got ready. On the 
26th instant our council employed a good, first-class mechanic to examine the same, and he 
reported that the bridge Is In unsafe condition. Now, we would be pleased if you would come 
to Sigourney at yoar earliest convenience and make a personal examination of this bridge and 
take the matter up with the company at once. The chairman of the board of supervisors concurs 
in this request. We would also be pleased if jou would wire when we may expect yon. 

The matter was taken up personally by the Commissioners, with the officials of 
the railway company, and were assured that it was the intention of the company 
to ** overhaul this bridge and that the material therefor is now on the ground." 
Later, the condition of the bridge was rendered safe, and the case closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2745-1903. 
J. S. Harris, New Market, 

V. 

Keokuk & WESTERN Rail- |^ ^arm crossing , 

WAY COMPANY. 



I 

-1 



Complaint filed September 8, 1903. 

The complainant in this case wrote as follows : 

I own a farm adjoining the town of New Market, Taylor county, Iowa, through whJch ] 
the Keokuk St W^tern Railroad. A ravine mna through the center of my farm and a railroad 
hridge about three hundred feet long spanned the ravine until two years ago, when the railroad 
company put in a flume and filled the ravine, leaving no adequate crossing for teams or stock. 
In filling tho ravine the railroad company left a low, narrow passageway between the flume and 
the east end of the filling which is dangerous to stock, having already injured som^ of my stock 
while passing through, being impassable in a wet time and dangerous to stock in a dry time. 

The complaint was at once laid before the railway company and on September 
I4th the Board received statement from Mr. A. C. Goodrich, manager of the rail- 
way company company, as follows. 

I made an agreement with Mr. Harris for the cattle pass to be constructed just as it nowstanda 
and which was satisfactory to him at the time ; but the location is not a good one and Mr. Harris 
has had, I find, some trouble, and I received a letter from him through oar superintendent of 
bridges and buildings only a few days ago, written about the time he wrote the commissioners, 
asking us to remedy the matter by moving the cattle pass further east and I have told our bridge 
superintendent to do so as soon as he can consistently do the work and have told him to so notify 
Mr. Harris. 

As the disposition made was satisfactory to the complainant the case was 
closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2746—1903. 
T. G. WiCKERSHAM, Capron, 1 

CHICAGO GREAT Western Railway \ Blocking street ctossing. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed September 8, 1903. 

The complainants stated that the employes of the railway company bad been 
in the habit of blocking crossings between Melbourn and Luray. The attention 
of the company was called to this matter and cause for complaint was removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2747-1903. 



C T. Sackrides, Maquoketa, 1 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j 
Railway Company. J 



^' ^ Baggage facilities at Lainsville 



Complaint filed September 10, 1903. 
The complainant in this case stated: 

I wish to call your attention to the fact that Lainsville, a sommer resort on the Mississippi 
sitnated between Sabnla and Green Island, has no checking system for checking baggage. From 
May 1, 1903, to September 1, 1903, 1, 900 passengers got on and off the trains, ea<^ having more or 
less baggage. When their vacation was over and they wished to return, their baggage wai* 
dumped npon the train and one conld get their baggage checked at other points the best Ihey 
eonld. The Dnbnqne division of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul gets the money for all this 
passenger traffic, why cannot the patrons of this place have the benefit of a baggage checking 
system also? The patrons of this resort will, I am sure, be very grateful if you will bring about 
such a result. 

After considerable correspondence had been had Mr. H. R. Williams » general 
manager of the railway company , gave the Board the result of his investigations 
in the following manner. 

This is really a country camp ground ; there is no town there and little, if any, business to be 
transacted. There are some cottages, as stated by Mr. Sackrider, which are occupied during 
thesummer months by people looking for az. outing. The business has been handled at that 
point the same as it has at any other similar place where passengers get into our trains and 
where we have no employes, 1. e., the train baggagemen does the checking and this is the only 
instance that oar attention has been called to of any irregularity or inconvenience to the travel- 
ing public. 

The business is all over for this season but if we find that we are unable to take care of the 
business next year in a satisfactory manner by having train baggageman handle it perhaps we 
can make an arrangement with the man at that point who runs a little store to check baggage for 
these people, but it is not usual for people to expect city facilities when they go out in the woods 
for an outing. 

As this disposition of the matter seemed satisfactory to the complainant the 
case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



^ Overhead farm crossing. 



No. 2748-1903. 
K.J. J ACOBSON, Pickering, 

V. 

Iowa Central Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed September 10, 1903. 

This was a request for an overhead crossing on account of peculiar conditions 
existing on the- farm of the complainant, i^^ter some correspondence had been 
had the Commissioners were advised by L. P. Day, vice-presidentof the Iowa Central 
Railway company, that * ' as a result of negotiations extending over a considerable 
period a satisfactory arrangement was arrived at and a crossing constructed for 
Mr. Jacobson's accommodation." 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
21 
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No. 2749-1903. 
A. S. Dale, Scarville, 

V. 

Chicago & North-Western 
Railway Company. j 



[• Drainage. 



Complaint filed September 11, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the company had not provided for 
proper drainage where the line crossed his farm. The company advised the Com- 
mission^ers later that since Mr. Dale had made his complaint the ditch in question 
had been opened and was now more than amply sufficient to receive all water com- 
in{? from the land of Mr. Dale. No further complaints were made by Mr. Dale 
with reference to drainage. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2750-1903. 

W. J. Stbckbl, Bloomlield, 

-v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



■ Car service at Paris station. 



Complaint filed September 14, 1903. 

The complainant in this case says: 

We hare a considerable amoant of cord wood and coal props at Paris station, on the Rock 
Island, in this count j, and on land adjoining sam«^ We have a large amoant of stuff In the tim- 
ber and other being cut. Dealers to whom we ship the stuff are very anxious for it, eBpedalljr 
coal miners who want the props for their work, and If we are unable to All orders promptly now, 
it will throw the material on our hands to be carried over another season, and possibly specifloa- 
tlons We are now cutting on, would not answer In the future The Rock Inland, s >me time ago, 
extended and remodeled their parsing track and built a loading track at Paris station and it is 
practically Impossible now, to load any material, as matters stand, unless tne company will 
allow it to be done on the passing track until they get the so-called stock track completed and 
graded up so that wagons can properly reach oars on it. It seems almost impossible to get cars, 
but last week there were two put In on the stock track, and after a good deal of negotiation, oar 
foreman was informed, two or three days ago, that he could load them if he could do it on the 
stock track, which we could not do. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company at once and the complaint 
was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2751—1903. 

Mason City Brick amd Tile Com- 
pany, Mason City, 

V. 

Chic a go & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



Application of Iowa rates to shipments 
beginning and ending in Iowa though 
passing outside the state in transit. 



Complaint filed September 14, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was virtually ai follows: 

• 

To protect onr customers aod onrselves, we have, under protest In every case, prepaid 
freight on cars shipped out since August 28d, the date on which we received notice from the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway that it would not apply Iowa Distance Tariff on car load ship- 
ments to points in Iowa via Blue Earth and Vox Lake, or, as they say, * 'moving through Minnesota 
to Iowa points. " To show you the e^ttortion practiced and the unreasonable charges collected, I 
quote you the following from receipted prepaid freight bill in our hands: 



Date. 


s 


To- 


1 


.1 


i 


1 


.2 




21 


August 25 
September 8 


40R00 
18776 
15060 
52^08 
4d»b8 
17682 
46016 
425JJ0 
46328 
533-i8 
91158 


Lone Rock. 


480 

4.72 

4.80 

4.56 

4.»6 

4.72 

4.66 

448 

4.66 

4.8 

4.72 


80,000 
80,000 
80.000 
8U,IU0 
80,000 
80,100 
88.0iO 
86.000 
82,600 
81,100 
80.000 


8c 
8 
9 
7 
9 
10.1 

ia4 

10.7 
10.4 
10.7 
10.1 


$24.00 
24.00 
27.00 
21.07 
27.00 
80.80 
84.82 
88.52 
88.90 
83.28 
80.30 

1923.69 


1 14.40 
14.16 
14.40 
18.78 
14.88 
14.16 
15.06 
16.18 
14.86 
14.08 
14,16 

$160.86 


$ 9.60 
9.84 
12 60 
7.84 
12.12 
16.14 
16.27 
22.89 
19.04 
18.86 
16.14 

$162.88 




Burt 




September 4 
September 5 
September 5 
September 10 


Lone Rock 




Bancroft 

Fenton 





Burt 


$ 24.00 


September 10 
September 10 
September 12 
September 15 
September 15 


Bancroft . . 

Ledjard 

Bancroft 

Lone Rock 


28.00 
26.20 
22.80 
24.88 


Burt 


24.00 






Total... 






$ 148.88 



Since September 10th the Iowa Distance Tariff has b^en applied and collected, figuring the 
distance via Belle Plaine, Jewell Junction to Burt, Iowa, 264 miles, rate 10. 10c ; distance via Blue 
Earth, 92 miles, rate, Iowa Distance Tariff, 4.72. To Ledyard, Iowa, 280 miles, 10. 7o; via Blue 
Sarth, 76 miles, rate should be 4. 48 Iowa Distance Tariff. 

Please note that the excess collected over the Iowa Distance Tariff is $162.83, a little more 
than 100 per cent, and that since September 10th the excess over interstate tariff on six cars is 
156.74. 

[f the object of the Chicago & North- Western is to shut us out and reserve the territory for 
some favored employe of that company owning an interest in some competing manufactory, then 
that object will be attained. Our Bhlpments out are more than twenty-four hundred cars per 
year and we cannot continue to pay $14.80 per car overcharge, as these cars average, and continue 
our plant in operation. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company which company filed the 
following answer.. 

It is a sufficient answer to the complaint of the said Mason Oity Brick & Tile Company, which 
is directed against the ruling of the Traffic Department of this company that shipments originat- 
ing in Iowa and finally terminating in Iowa form interstate commerce and that the Iowa Distance 
Traffic on such shipments does not apply, that the Supreme Court of the United States has in the 
case of Hartley et al , Members of the Railroad Commiasion of Arkansas, v. Kansas City South- 
ern Railway company^ decided at the October term, A. D. 1902, which is reported in volume 28 
of the Supreme Court Reporter, page 214, overruled the decision of the Supreme Court of Iowa in 
the case of Campbell et a2. Railroad Commissioners, v. Chicago, Milwaukee dr 8t. Paul Rail' 
way company^ reported in the 86th Iowa, page 587, and subsequently reported in the 90th Iowa, 
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IMkge 764, which is cited by the complainant in this proceeding, and has finally decided that ship- 
ments originating and terminating in a State but which are tran^^ported from the place of origin 
to the place of destination over a line of railroad running ontelde of the State, form Interstate 
commerce and the State Railroad Commission has no jari£dlction or power to fix rates for such 
shipments. 

Ihe recent action of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, which is referred to in 
the complaint of the Mason City Brick & Tile company, as to shipments from Mason City. Iowa, 
moving through Minnesota to Iowa points, refusing to apply the Iowa Distance Tariff on soch 
shipments, was taken by it to conform with this opinion of the United States Supreme Court and 
the decision therein announced. 

In view, therefore, of the final determination of this question by the United States Supreme 
tlourt, it is respectfully submitted that this honorable commission should decline to make the 
order requested by the petition herein. • 

Inasmuch as the decision ;'e(erred to ty the railway company superseded and 
reversed the decisions of the United States supreme court and the Iowa supreme court 
upon which the Commissioners had formerly relied, the Board could do nothing but 
dismiss the complaint. The decision of the United States supreme court referred 
to in answer of the railroad company is printed in another part of this report. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2752—1903. 
Hbnry Dammbibr, Newton, ^ 

V. 

Newton & Northwkstbrn 
Railway Company. 



" Drainage. 



Complaint filed September 22, 1903. 

The complainant stated that a ditch made by the railway company was 
not deep enough and asked that the company be required to cut the same 
deeper in order to properly drain the land . The company was notified of the 
complaint and the Commissioners understand that the same was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2753—1903. 
Frbd Rumohb, In wood, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukbb & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Failure to furnish carsm 



Complaint filed October 3, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he was unable to get cars for shipment 
of barley although he had been trying to do so for two or three weeks. Com- 
plaint was taken up with the railway company and adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2754—1903. 
John Leehey et al, Fairbank, 

V. 

Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed October 3» 1903. 

This was a complaint made by several parties at Fairbank, claiming because of a 
certain ditch filling with water that was not properly drained through the railway 
company's ground said water overflowed their land . The matter was taken up with 
the railway company and adjusted . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2755-1903. 
John Palmer, KnowUon, 1 

\ 

Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way Company. J 

Complaint filed October 7. 1903. 



Private crossing. 



The complaint in this case was of insufficient drainage at private crossing 
on account of culvert being filled up, etc. Upon presentation to the railroad 
company, General Manager Stickney stated "We will put in 26 feet of 12-inch 
drain pipe at this crossing which will fix it all right.'' 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2756—1903. 
A. C. Lbigh, Eagleville, Mo. 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy ^ Overcharge, 
Railroad Company. 

Complaint filed October 7, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had paid freight twice on the same 
goods. The matter was investigated and the amount of overcharge, 50 cents, was 
refunded . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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2757-1903. 

Will C. Whiting kt al, ] 

V. ' Train service on the Wall Lake 6f Mondamin 

Chicago & North- Western | branch. 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 12, 1903. 

On October 12, 1903, the Commissioners received a communication from Hon. 

Will C. Whiting, of Whiting, Iowa, stating that the Chicago & North- Western 

Railway company had taken off passenger trains No. 55 and No. 56 running from 

Wall Lake to Mondamin, leaving but one accommodation train each way daily. 

Subsequent to Mr. Whiting's letter petitions were received by the Board from 

Soldier, Schleswig, Kiron and Moorhead. These petitions were practically of the 

same nature and were substantially as follows: 

• 

We, the ncderslgiied, do hereby respectfully petition you to have the Chicago & North- 
Western railway company re-establish thex)assenger service they recently took off this divMon 
between Wall Lake, Iowa, and Mondamin, Iowa (being the Wall Lake, Deni^on and Mondamin 
line). 

The passenger service we recently had, is shown on the time time table hereto attached, 
which service was considered fairly good. 

The service we now have oonsists of one accommodation train, sai 1 time schedule is as 
follows : Going west, leaves Wall Lake at 8. 00 ▲. M., Kiron 0. 25 ▲. M . , arrives at Mondamin 1. 80 
P.M. G^oing east, leaves Mondamin at 2.20 p.m., Kiron 6.40 p.m., arrrives at Wall Lake 
aoo P M. 

We herewith present to you our reasons for the re-establishment of said passenger service. 

Fint-^Vfe do not consider that a freight accommodation train is fit trans'portation for pas- 
sengers, owing to long stops al each station, where grain, hogs, cattle and other freight is loaded 
and unloaded, making it very annoying to passengers and a long time for passengers to get to 
their destination. 

i9econd— We consider our present mail service very inadequate, owing to the time of day it 
arrives and we can safely say that the train has been late at least one third of the time since this 
train service ha.« been in operation. 

T^T^ird— Besides the above-mentioned Inconvenience caused by the taking off of the passenger 
service, it would have a tendency to stop the growth of the town, and depreciate the value of our 
property. 

Our little town has been in a very prosperous condition since the establishment of the rail- 
road. We have expended our time and money in building up and beautifying our little town. 
We have sacceeded in making It a very pleasant place to live and a good business center. The 
country surrounding our town is very productive sind very thickly settled. 

Our reason for petitioning you is that we hope you will take this matter up with the railroad 
company and thereby we may be able to get back our passenger service. 

Please give this your kind consideration. 

The Commissioners at once took the matter up with the railway company, and 
after a personal conference with the officials of the company the train was 
restored, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager of the Chicago & North-Western 
Railway company, writing the Board as follows: 

Have yours of the 11th inst , with petition from Moorhead, relative to train service on our 
Mondamin line. We have received similar peiitions from other stations on that line, as you 
know, and we are always impressed by the interest taken in this matter by Representative 
Whiting. It is, of course, as much to our interest to develop that territory as it is to anyone, 
but as I explained to you before, we rather felt that we had done our share without meeting with 
very much co-operation . 

There seems to be such a healthy sentiment developed now that we are inclined to recognize 
it, and 1 have accordingly directed Mr. Aishton, assistant general manager, to go there next 
week, and he will also try to arrange for a meeting with Mr. Whiting, so that I believe that the 
subject will be disposed of In a manner that will be mutually satisfactory. 
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In this connection I desire to ezprees my thanks to the Commission for the forbearftnce they 
have exercised under the numerous complaints which have been filed in this particular transac- 
tion, but we have always found them to be patient and just. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2758—1903. 

S. H. Duncan, Columbus JuDctlon, 1 

^* y Condition of culvert, 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaiot filed October 15, 1903. 

This was a complaint that mud had collected in stock pass or culvert, making 
it unsafe for cattle to attempt going through. The railway company remedied the 
trouble. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2759-1903. 
L. H. GoNSETTO, East Peru, 1 

Chicago Great Western \ ^'^^^^ crossing. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed October 15, 1903. 

The complainant stated that the railway company had filled in a railroad bridge 
on their line running through his farm, shutting off all means of crossing from 
one field to another. Complaint was taken up with the railway company and 
crossing was provided for. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



- Discrimination in freight rates. 



No. 2760-1903. 

Pioneer Implement Company, Council 
Bluffs, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway CompanYi 

Complaint filed October 15, 1903. 

This was more in the nature of an inquiry whether the railway company having 
the longer line between the competitive points might meet the short line rate with- 
out reducing their rates to intermediate points. The Commissioners advised the 
complainants of the provisions of section 2126 of the Code, and the attention of the 
company was called to the cases cited by the Pioneer Implement Company, which 
affected their line. As nothing further was heard from the complainants the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2761-1903. 



Citizens of Ralston 1 

V. ' . . 

Chicago & North- Western Railway j" ^^^^^ service. 
Company, j 

Petition filed October 20, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows. 

We, the underaJgned citizens of Ralston, Iowa, and vidnlty feel that we are laboring under 
a very an jast discrimination, in that the Ohlcago & North- Western Railroad does not stop its 
local train?, No. 4 going east and No. 8 going west, at Ralston, not only being a great incon- 
venience to OS in a social way, bat a great disadvantage in a business way. We pray that your 
honorable body will investigate this matter and use your influence and authority to correct this 
unjust discrimination. 

The Commissioners took this matter up with the railway company at once, and 
Mr. R. H. Aishton, assistant general manager of the railway company, wrote as 
follows: 

Ralston is situated in a very unfavorable point for the stoppage of trains, being located be- 
tween two of our principal grades on the Iowa division, and both trains. No. 8 and No. 4. which 
they request stopped there, are through trains, make very fast time, and it will be a very difllcalt 
matter for us to stop No. 4, but I will arrange on our next change in time for train No. 8, going 
west, to stop at Ralston on signal for passengers. 1 think an examination of our time card will 
disclose the fact that the east-bound service at Ralston is very reasonable at the present time. 

Upon the complainant being advised of this proposed proposition in the matter, 
Mr. Geo. W. Wood, Jr., wrote the Board that adjustment was reasonably satis- 
factory to the people, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No 2762—1903. 



H. G . KiNQ, Mount Union, 

V. 



\ Grain rates t interstate. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy | 
Railway Company. J 



Complaint filed October 20, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated there was an inequality of grain rates from 
Mount Union to St. Louis as compared with rates from other Iowa points to St. 
Louis. Mr. King was advised that the Board could exercise no jurisdiction over 
interstate rates, but would recommend to the company that all rates be equalized. 
This was done and no further complaints were made. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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\ Train service . 



No. 2763—1903. 
Citizens of Thmpleton 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed October 22, 1903. 

The complaiDant in this case stated that the people of that town desired the 
respox>dent railway company to stop train No. 6 at that point when passengers 
desired to take the train or leave it. The needs of the community were quite fully 
set out by Mr. F. M. Wilson and after the board had corresponded with the rail- 
way company, the company issued instructions making Templeton a flag station 
for No. 6. Mr. Wilson informed the Commissioners that this was reasonably sat- 
isfactory to the town . 

Dds Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2764-1903. 
A, F. Haugh, Newton, 

V. 

Newton & Northwestern Railroad 
Company. 



' Fencing. 



Complaint filed October 30. 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the railway company had failed to 
fence their right of way through his farm. It transpired that the company had 
not yet had time to build the fence, and the statute gave them six months in 
which to do so. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2765-1903. 

Edwin S. Taber, Newton, ] 

V. ' /r • 

Newton & Northwestern Railroad | ^^^^^£ • 
Company . j 

Complaint filed November 2, 1903. 

The complainant stated that the railway company had failed to fence their 
right of way through his farm, and he desired to use his pasture for stock. Mr. 
Hamilton Browne, president of the railway company, stated that the contract for 
the fencing had been let, and that the company would soon reach the farm of the 
complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2766—1903. 

J.N. HoRNADAY, Unionville, 1 

V ox, y Blocked street crossinz- 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 9, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had been delayed thirty minutes hy 
train standing across a public higrhway at Unionville. In response to this the 
company issued instructions to prevent further cause for complaint! 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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DIGEST OP DECISIONS 

OF SUPRBMB CX>UKT REFBRRINQ TO MATTERS AFFECTING RAILROADS. 

MASTBR AND SXBVAKT— RAILBO.A9-II'<rUBIB&— N EG LIGENOE— APPEAL. 

Plaintiff, a seotion haod, wearing a cap palled down over his ears, was driving a rail spike, 
and a freight train causing considerh ble noise was parsing hf m on a track parallel to that on which 
he was at work, when a train approached him from the direction to which his back was turned. 
When within 200 feet of him, the whistle was blown to warn him, but no steps were taken to 
check the speed of the train, and when within fifty feet of him the fireman called to him, without 
success. It was then impracticable to give further warning or stop the train, and plaintiff was 
ran over. Seld, in an action for the injuries, that the defendant was negligent in not having 
taken proper steps to stop the train in case plaintiff did not hear the warnings — Kelley v. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quinoy Railroad Oomi>any, 02 N. W. Rep., 46. 



DEEDS— BBBBBYATION— PAROL BVIDENCK- CORDBMNATION-DAHAOE8. 

Parol evidence was not admissible to show that a deed by a railroad company was not 
intended to convey an embankment and right of way on the land, there being no ambiguity In 
the deed. 

An embankment, ties, and rails placed by a railroad on land belonging to it are part thereof, 
and pass to its grantee. 

Various parties claimed title to portions of a tract of land, and an agreement for division and 
settlement was made, whereby a railroad was to deed a portion of the land, to another party. 
Subsequently the road laid tracks and an embankment on such portion, and thereafter made the 
deed, but it contained no reservation or exception. The deed referred to the agreement as its 
consideration, but it was not mentioned In the granting clause. Held, that the agreement could 
not be looked to to show that the embankment was not to be conveyed. 

Oncondemnationbyarailroadof land occupied by it, damages are to be awarded as of the 
tiDie of the entry by the railroad. Van Husan el al. v. Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway 
company, 92 N. W. Rep. , 47. 



MASTER AND 8EBVART— INJUBTE8— COVTBIBUTORT KEOLIOBNCB— BVTDENOB. 

An engine was pushing a train of flat cars, and a servant was sitting on the front end of the 
flat car most remote from the engine, when the train was stopped without warning, and the jerk 
occasioned by the taking up of the * ' slack " threw the servant from the car, killing him. Held, 
that the servant was guilty of contributory negligence precluding a recovery. Haynes v. Fort 
Dodge & O. R. Co. , 92 N. W. Rep., OT. 



nfTOXicATnro liquora—impobtation pob bale— bxpbess compakt— c. o. d. sale. 

Liquor shipi>ed into the State C. O. O., and held by the express company for delivery on 
payment, the company not knowing the character of the goods, is the property of the consignors, 
to be sold in the State, and contraband under the liquor law. State v. American Express Oom« 
pany et al, 92 N. W. Rep. , 66. 

(333) 
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liigaOB NUISANCBB— BXPRX88 OOMPJLNIB8— G. O. D. 8HIPMBNTB. 

A building In which Is the offloe of an express company, whloh 'there has packages of ISquor 
shipped C. O. D. , and transported by it for delivery to the eonsigneee. It knowing what it is 
handling, is within Oode, section ?S84, declaring that any bailding where intoxicating liquors 
are kept with intent to sell shall be abated. Latta ▼. United States Express Company, et aL , 
92 N. W. Rep., 08. 

HIQHWATB— DEDIGATiaN— BTBVBT OAR TRACKS— MITNIOI PAL CONTROL— REASONABLE EXERCISE— 
PRIOB OBDINANOBS — yiOLATI02r OF OONTBAOT — OOLORABLB PEKTOBMANCE — BTATU*A>RT 
ENACTMBVT-TBANCHISB— BFTBCT OF PUBCHABE. 

In 1874 property owners along a 66*foot road dedicated additional land so as to make It 120 feet 
in width, and it was afterwards so generally regarded. In 1879 a corporation obtained from the 
abutting property owners consent that a ''street" railway might be built **onand upon said 
boulevard, " and the railway was built along on^lde of the enlarged street. As a defense to an 
action by the county to enjoin the company f rt^kuoh use of the road, the company successfully 
relied on a statute a-ithorizing the construction of such railway on ** highways over 100 f«et in 
width. The county also refused to accept the dedication of the property owners. Heldy that the 
company's right of way was not derived by grant from the property owners as over private prop- 
erty, since dedication and acceptance of the additional sirlp by the public was inferable from 
such drcumstancee, regardless of the absence of a formal acceptance by the county. 

An ordinance was passed authorizing the street railway comi>any to lay its tracks on a cer- 
tain grade and in a certain manner. Six years later, when the repeal of the ordiuanoe was being 
discussed, the company made its first move under the ordinance. HtlA^ that such action was 
colorable only, and would not deprive the city of its right of appeal. 

An ordinance ordered a street railway company to move its tracks from the side of the street 
to a rock-ballasted curbed strip twenty feet wide in the middle of the street, elevated several 
inches above the 2^foot driveways on either side. Six years later the city passed a repealing 
ordinance again ordering the removal to the middle, but also ordering the paving and lowering 
of the tracks to the grade. Htld^ that the second ordinance was not invalid as a violation of a 
contract or vested rights, since a city can not be divested by ordiuanoe or contract of ita own 
legislative power to make changes in its streets in the exerdse of a reasonable discretion. 

The burden is not cast upon a city to show that its exercise of legislative power is reasonable. 

Under the authority of a statute providing that street railway companies might extend their 
lines into the county over highways 100 feet or more In width, a company constructed its line ant 
■ upon such a highway. The highway afterwards became a city street. Heldy that the use of the 
road, as granted by the statute, was subject to the governmental control of the highway, and 
that hence the company could be compelled by ordinance of the city to move its tracks, the same 
as any other street railway. 

A motor line operating a street railway on a certain street purchased the franchi.«e xA an 
electric street railway company calling for an electric line along the same street, and also pro- 
viding regulations for the construction and maintenance of the tracks. The motor line changed 
its power to electricity, but continued to occupy the same tracks. Stld, that the regulations of 
the charter applied to tho old motor tracks. 

An ordinance ordered the removal of street car tracks from the side of a street to a strip in 
the middle twenty feet wide to be curbed and rock-ballasted, and elevated several inches above 
the adjoining 2&-foot driveways. Afterwards a rei>ealing ordinance was passed ordering the 
tracka to be removed to the middle of the street, but to be constructed at grade, and the ground 
so occupied to be paved In accordance with the rest of the (street. The company was operating 
under a charter requiring that the car tracks be paved ana constructed at grade so as to afford 
no unnecessary obstructions to travel. Held^ that both on general principles and under the 
charter the repealing ordinance constituted a reasonable exercise of the city's legislative control 
of the streets. Code, sections 753, 767. Snouffer v. Cedar Rapids & Marlon Oity Railway Com- 
pany. Cedar Rapids & Marion City Railway Company v. City of Cedar Rapids et al. 92 N. W. 
Rep. , 79. 

ITNITED STATES MAIL— LIABILITY OP BAILROAD COMPANY— BAILEE— MASTEB AND BBBVAST— 
PBIVITY OF CONTRACT— COMMON CABRIER— AGENT OP GOVERNMENT— DUTY TO INDIVIDUAL- 
NEGLIGENCE or SERVANTS -RE.SPONDEAT SUPERIOR. 

Under Revised Statutes United States, section 4001, all land giant railroads are compelled to 
carry the mail at prices to be fixed by congress. Sections 8964 and 8966 provide that all railrcads 
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in operation shall be poet roads, and that the postmaster general shall provide for the carrying of 
the malbi on all roads established by law. Section 4002, and 1 Snpp. Rev. Sc. U. 8. , pp. 245, 260, 
authorize the postmaster genexml to readjost the compensation for railway mail routes, and to 
decide on the manner in which the mails shall be conveyed, ffeld^ that since the whole matter 
Is relegated to the postmaster general, as the representative of the government, the duty of any 
railroad company in the carrying of mails is to the government, whether it be considered as cre- 
ated by a Btatnte, or arising under contract. 

. A railroad company, since it has no control over t he mail matter transported by it, bat merely 
has charge of the car in which the mails are carried, is not a bailee of such matter, so as to render 
it liable to the addressee thereof for a loss caused by the negligence of its servants. 

Since neither the sender nor addressee of mail carried over a railroad has any control over the 
oomixuiy in the handling mail matter, the relation of master and servant does not exist, so as to 
render the company liable to the addressee for a loss caused by the negligence of its servants. 

The interest whibh the addressee of mail matter has in the performance by a railroad com- 
pany of its agreement with the government for the carrying of mails is too indirect to make him 
a privy to the contract, so as to have a right to action thereon. 

A railroad carrying mail is neither a common nor a private carrier, but, at most, a public 
agent discharging public duties. 

Bven if the duty of a railroad company in the carrying of the mail be considered as ministe- 
rial, the company is not liable to the addi eesee of mall destroyed in an accident, since no liability 
«adstB to an individual for a breach of official duty owing solely to the public, though the individ- 
ual "have a mediate interest therein. 

The responsibility of a railroad company to an individual for a failure in the performance of 
its duty in carrying the mail, if it exist at all, can only be based upon a neglect of the corporation 
ll«elf , since the rule of respondeat superior does not apply to a failure in the performance of an 
«i&cial duty by a duly authorized agent. 

The negligence of the servants of a railroad company in the operation of a train and the care 
of a switch is not the negligence of the company itself, so far aa concerns the performance of its 
duty in regard to carrying the mails ; and the company is not liable to the addressee of mail mat- 
ter carried over its line, caused by the negligenoe of such servants. Boston Insurance Company 
▼. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company, 02 N. W. Rep. , 88. 



BATLB0AD6— DEATH OF SEBYAKT— NBOLIOBNOS. 

In an action for the death of a fireman who was struck by another engine while stepping 
back from work at his own, evidence examined, and held that there was no negligence -on the 
part of defendant. Brown v. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, 92 N. W. 
Bep., 662. 



IHJUBT TO RBAKZMAN— ASBUMPTIOIV OF RISK— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE— MISCONDUCT OF 
JXTROR— STATING BEABON8 FOR RULING. 

Merely because a brakeman, struck, while on the ladder of a box car, by a post set four 
inches too near the track, had passed it once before, at the distance of ten feet, on the foot-board 
of an engine, when it was very dark, and he was looking for obstructions on the track, does not, 
as a matter of law, show i hat he assumed the risk, or was guilty of contributory negligence. 
Gorhamv. Sioux City Stock Yards Company 02 N. W. Rep., 698. 



BAILB0AD9— DEATH BT WBONOFUL ACT— ENGINEER— GOING BBTWEBN STANDING GABS— CONTBIB- 
UTOBT NEOLIOBNCB— BVIDBNCBT-BirFFICIENCr. 

A freight train operated by two engines, one at each end, stopped near a station, and the 
oonductor, in the nresence of the engineer of the front engine, gave directions to a brakeraan as 
to some switching by the rear engine to set in some cars on a bwitch track. While this was being 
done, the engineer of the front engine went between some cars standing on a track on the other 
aide of the main track, which were moved suddenly by the switching crew, without knowledge 
that the engineer was between the cars, and he wan killed. There was evidence that deceased 
went between the cars for the purpose of urinating, and that it was customary for emplojes to 
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go between standin? cars for that purpose. Held, that oonce ding that the cars were moTed wlUi 
annece^sary violence, the Bwitchlng crew was not gailty of negligence. 

Deceased engineer was guilty of contributory negligence precluding recovery by his admin- 
istrator from a railroad company. Eillon v. Iowa Central Railway Company, 92 N. W. Rep. « 
855. 



OA.BRIERS— INJUBT TO PASSBKaER—NEOLTQEirCE— EVIDENCE— QUE8TTOX8 FOR JUBT— 

IWSTRUOTrOW. 

Where evidence in an action for injury to a passenger from collision tended to show that the 
force of the collision threw the passengers forward at the front end of the car, testimony of a 
jmssenger that, as he got up, he "noticed the boys,— the blood running from their heads,**— la 
admissible, as helping to indicate the violence of the impact producing plaintiff's injury . 

Whether the prima facie case of negligence made out by injury to a passenger by a train 
breaking in two parts, and the parts afterwards colliding, U overcome, is a question for the jury ; 
there being testimony tending to show that the separation was occasioned by a broken pin, and 
the pin not being produced, and no one undertaking to testify to its condition; the switchmen 
who made up the train, and the brakeman who first discovered its separation, not b( ing witnesses, 
though there was testimony of iutipeciion on the trip by employes passing along the train with a 
torch or lantern. 

A charge that common carriers of persons are required to do all that human care, vigilance, 
and foresight can reasonably do, in view of the character and mode of conveyance adopted, to 
prevent accidents to passengers, sufficiently and clearly covers the thought which would be 
expressed were the words "and consistent with the practical prosecution of their busineBa" 
inserted after the word ' 'adopted. " Larkin v. Chicago Qreat Western Railway company, 02 
N. W. Rep., 891. 



BERVANT— INJURIES— SATE APPLIANCE— ENGINE COUPLERS— ABSmPTION OE RISK— PRACTICA- 

BILITT— USE BT OTHER ROADS. 

Code, sections 2079, 2060, provide that railway companies shall not under certain conditionp, 
put in use any * * car " not equipped with automatic couplers. Section 2081 provides against the 
use of any locomotive without a certain kind of brake, and section 2082 requires that every train 
shall have enongh cars equipped wit h power brake to render the train controllable thereby. Sec- 
tion 2088 provides that an employe, by remaining in the employ of a company violating the pre- 
ceding sections shall not thereby waive his rights to recover damages. Section 5 of the act aa 
originally pvsed (acts Twenty-third General Assembly, chapter 18) required railroads to make 
a report of the number of engines at d cars, and what number was equipped with power brakes 
and what number of * ' cars *' with safety couplers. Held that, considering the act as a whole, it 
did not require engines to be equipped with automatic couplers, and, where plaintiff was injund 
by the negligence of the company In using an old-style coupler on an engine, secilon 2088 would 
not relieve him from the doctrine of assumption of risk. 

While it is not negligence per &e to fail to equip engines with the latest devices in coupling, 
the jury may consider, in determining such question, the practicability of the lat-er devices, and 
their effect on the safety of employes. 

It is not competent, in order to show negligence of a railway in using old-style couplers on its 
engine', to show that later appliances are in general use on other roads, without also showing the 
practicability and increased safety of later devices. Bryce v. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & 
Northern Railway company, 98 N. W. Rep. , 275. 



CARRIER AND PABSENQER— EXISTENCE OF RELATION— EXCURSION TRAIN— EVIDBKCE. 

Where plaintiff went on a special excursion train in good faith, believing that the conductor 
knew he was not a member of the excursion but had a right to accept him as a passenger, and 
that the conductor did so accept him, the relation of carrier and passenger was established. 

On the issue whether plaintiff was a passenger, he could testify with reference to his belief aa 
to his right to ride on the train. Fltzgibbon v. Chicago & North- Western Railway company, 98 
N. W. Rep., 276. 
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8TBEBT BAIIiWATB— IKJUBnCB— CONTRIBUTORT NXOLTGIiiNCE-DUTT TO LOOK AND LIBTSN— 
ORDINARY CABB— RINOmO OV GONCF—PRESirMPTION— BPBED OF GAR— DAMAGEa— TCTTUBE 
IX)6B—PLEADI5G8— INSTRUCTIONS— CREDTBTL.ITT OT WITNESSES— HARMLESS BBROR. 

Ordinary care to discoyer an approaching street oar by looking or listening Is all that Is 
required of a driver. 

Where the only issues to be submitted to a jury were as to the negligence of a street car com- 
pany in running it-s car at an excessive speed, and in failing to sound its gong, and as to the con- 
tribut ory negligence of plaintiff, an instruction relating to the right of the motormau to assume 
that plaintiff would get out of the way was properly refused. 

In an action by a driver for injuries sustained in a collision with a street car, a requested 
instruction that plaintiff could not recover if the accident occurred as the result of his failure to 
exercise ordinary care in driving on the track was covered by instructions that the driver was 
bound to take reasonable precaution to avoid collision with the car, and that a failure to exercise 
reasonable care, resulting in the accident, would defeat his recovery. 

Where witnesses who deny the ringing of a street car gong were in as good position to hear 
as those who affirm it, no presumption arises in favor of the ringing of the gong. 

In an action for injuries sustained In a collision with a street car, caused by its alleged excess- 
ive speed, the rate of speed, in the absence of municipal regulations, was for the jury to consider 
in connection with surrounding circumstances, in order to determine whether it was negligent, 
and an instruction which, as a matter of law, eliminated the question of speed, wa^ properly 
refused, unless it was so great as to imply a disregard for the safety of those approaching the 
track in an ordinarily careful manner. 

In an action by a driver for injuries sustained in a collision with a street car, an Instruction 
that if the jury find * ^hat by reason" of running the car at an unreasonable rate of speed it col- 
lided with plaintiff's vehicle, so as to injure him, then, etc. , sufficiently instructs that the rate 
of speed must have been the proximate cause of the Injury. 

Future pain and suffering and loss of time constitute a proper element of damage for injuries 
received In a street car accident. 

In an action by a driver for injuries received in a collision with a street car, an instruction 
authorizing damages in such sum as will reasonably compensate him for the pain, loss of time, 
etc., sustained by reason of the accident, is not erroneous for falling to specify that the jury's 
findings on such matters mu&t be based on the evidence. 

One driving at a slow trot on a busy city street, as he approached a cross street on which ran 
a street car line, listened for the car, but heard nothing. It was raining, and other rapidly 
driven vehicles were dose beside him. As he reached a point at the corner where the buildings 
permitted him to look up the cross street fifty or sixty feet, he did so, and seeing no car, looked 
down the street for cars from that direction. On turning again to look up the street, just as the 
horse got on the track, he saw a car only about ten feet away, and tried to whip up his horse so 
as to escape, but was injured. Heldt that the facts negatived contributory negligence. Stanley 
V. Cedar Rapids & Marion City Railway company, 83 N. W. Rep. 489. 



OARRIEBS — TIOKBTB — BBDEMPTION — STATUTES— CON6THUCTION—PBNALTT— BIGHT OP ACTION. 

Acts of the Twenty -eighth General Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, requires common 
carriers to redeem tickets, and provides that the time for redemption shall not be less than ten 
days from the day of the sale ; and section 2 declares that no such carrier shall sell to any person 
at the maximum rate any ticket bearing a condition as to the time of use or as to transferability, 
without first providing for the redemption of such ticket as directed in the preceding section, 
and also having notice uf such provision and prlviledge of redemption conspicuously posted at 
each place where sales of tickets are made. Held, that where a common carrier subject to the 
act did not limit the time for redemption of tickets by posting notice, etc. , a? authorized, to a 
time not less than ten days from the day of sale, at the place of purchase, a demand for redemp- 
tion of limited tickets wa-i timely if made withit: the period of the general statute of limitations. 

Where, in an action to recover a penalty for a carrier's refusal to redeem tickets, plaintiff 
was entitled in any event to the price paid for the tickets, error in sustaining a demurrer to three 
other counts was not without prejudice, where no recovery was allowed on the other counts of 
the petition. 

Where a carrier's agent knew that plaintiff was at the ticket office, with certain 
tickets in his possession, for the purpose of asking that they be redeemed, as required by acts 
Twenty-eighth Oeneral Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, and the agent declined to redeem 
them, a formal tender of the tickets was not required. 
22 
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Under acts Twenty-eighth Qeneral Assembly, chapter 71, session 8, providing that any 
common carrier who shall refuse or neglect to redeem tickets, as by the prevloas sections pro- 
vided, within ten days of date of demand, shall forfeit and pay to the owner the purchase price 
and the further sum of $100, the holder of tickets, which he has pressented for redemption, which 
was refused, is not required to return to the carrier's office ten days after demand, and demand 
the price. In order to put the carrier in default. 

Acta Twenty-eighth Oeneral Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, provides that it shall be the 
duty of common carriers to provide for redemptloa of the whole or any integral part of any pas- 
senger ticket that such carrier may have sold as the purchaser or owner has not used for pa^sag* 
or received transportation, for which such ticket should have been surrendered ; and section 8 
declares that any railroad company, who, * *as common carrier, " shall bell or issue tickets, and 
shall refuse or neglect to redeem the same, t-hall Incur a forfeiture prescribed. Ileldy that such 
statute was for the benefit of only such persons as purchased tickets for transportation, and 
hence a person who purchased tickets for the purpose only of having them redeemed, or, on the 
company's failure, of recovering the penalty prescribed, was not entitled to recover such penalty. 
Jolly V. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, OS N. W. Rep. , 663. 



INTOXIOATING LIQUORS— IMPOBTATIOX—KXPRESS OOMPANV— C. O. D. SALE— !fTn4A.NCB. 

Where an express company Stored C. O. D. packages of intoxicating liquor In the depot and 
warehouse of the railroad company over which it was transported, to be delivered to the con- 
signee on payment of the price. It was liable for the maintenance of a liquor nuisance. Dosh t. 
United States Express Company, et al., 793 N. W. Rep., 671. 



RAILBOAD6— FIBS— NSGLIGSNOB-QITESTIGiT FOR JURY— ISJURT BUSTAINBD IN PUTTING WIHM 

OUT— PROXIMATE CAU8B. 

PlaintiflTsevldenceshowed that the engine that set the flre on his premises also set another 
in a cornfield less than twenty rods away, and that sparks * 'went about seven rods from the 
track. " There was only some testimony that defendant was using slack coal in its engines which 
on account of the dryness of the weather, and the season of the year, was dangerous to xise. 
Held sufficient to take the case to the jury. 

Negligence ofrallroad company in starting fire on plaintiff's premises which would be the 
proximate cause of injury to his health by over exertion in putting it out. QIanz v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, 03 N. W. Rep., 676. 



RAILROAD— PASSENGER TRAIN— TRESPASSER— E.TBCTrON— BOATING BT CONDUOTOB— COMPANY'S 

LIABILITY. 

Plaintiff, who was a trespasser on a passenger train, had been twice ejected. He again 
climbed to the rear steps of the last coach, when the conductor, coming from Inside the vestibule 
door, seized him by the collar, and slappe t and beat him with his hand. The train was again 
stopped, and plaintiff ejected. Held^ that the beating administered by thecoaductor was within 
the scope of his authority as agent of the railroad company, so as to render it liable therefor. 
Hamilton v. Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 793 N. W. Rep. , 694. 



RAILROADS— KILLING STOCK— DEFECTIVE GATE -FINDINGS. 

A special finding in an action against a railroad for killing stock, alleged to have escaped onto 
the track by reason of a defective gate, that the jory did not know how the gate became opened 
at the time of the accident, is not necessarily Inconsistent with a general verdict for plaintiff, it 
having been specially fo jnd that the gate, as to its fastenings, was not sufficient or In good repair, 
at the time of the accident, and it not being necessary to determine specifically how it came open, 
the material question being whether it was open on account of defective coostrnctioa. Saar v. 
Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway company, 93 N. W. Rep , 66. 
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STBKBT RAILWAY— COLLI8IOR WITH PBDBSTRTAN— NBOLIOXNOB ATTBB DANOXB IS APPARBRT — 

EVIDENCS. 

Though one is negligent in getting stmck by a street car, yet if the motorman sees his danger 
long enough before the accident to prevent It, and negligently fails to do so, the railway company 
Is liable. 

A finding that a motorman of an electric street ear saw a person who was stmck by the car in 
time to have avoided accident to him (it being pc-isible to stop the car within from five to twelve 
feet) is authorized by evidence that from the front platform, where he was, he coold easily see 
the surface of the street immediately in front ; that it was his duty, not only under the rules of 
the railway company, but also under the general requirement of theexerdae of care in operating 
the car. to be on the lookout to avoid injuring persons in the street ; and that deceased was car- 
ried twenty feet, while clinging to the dashboard, before he was run over. Barry v. Burlington 
Railway & Light Company, 08 N. W. Rep. , 66. 



BBRVANT—ASSimPTION OF RISK. 

A section hand was engaged with others in unloading ties from a box car at different places 
where It slowed up along the track. The ties were piled lengthwise in the car in three tiers, one 
in each end and one in the middle, and at the time of the accident the middle pile had been about 
exhausted. While he was standing in the car door, the train started ahead, and as a result of the 
jerk several ties slid off the end pile and Injured him. He was familiar with the track and with 
the work in which he was engaged. Held^ that he had assumed the risk. Branoo v. Illinois 
Central Railroad company, 93 N. W. Rep., 97. 



BXWER ASSXSSMBNTiS— FRONT-FOOT RULE— COSBTITDTIONALITY'— HARMLESS ERROR— PROPOR- 
TIONATE BENSFITB— RAILROAD PROPBRTV— BALE FOR AB8BS8MERT9. 

It was not prejudicial error to assess separately the two sides of a lot divided by a railway, the 
whole lot belonging to the railway company. 

Under Code, section 819, providing that a portion of the cost of a sewer may be assessed against 
**the property abutting*' thereon "in proportion to the number'of linear front feet in each parcel," 
lots owned in fee by a railroad are subject to assessment, though the right of way be situated 
thereon. 

Code, section 840, provides that special assessments for street Improvements made against 
* *any railway*' shall be a debt due from the railway, which may be enforced by action at law, or 
the lien thereof enforced by an equity action against the property on which the assessment has 
been levied. Held, that aesessments for' sewers may, nevertheleae, be levied and forced against 
parcels of land owned by a railroad, and not used in carrying on business peculiar thereto, in 
the same manner that is provided for any other property. 

Under Code, section 840, property of a railroad, the loss of which would dismember the road 
as a line of travel, could not be sold under special assessment as ordinary property. Minneapolis 
& St. Louis Railway company v. Lindquist, Treasurer of Webster County, ei al., 93 N. W. 
Rep. , 103. 



BAILROAD-C7R08SINO ACCrDENT-OIVINO OF SIOSTALS — NEGATIVE TESTIMONY- — WEIGHT— GON- 
TRIBUTORT NSGLIOBNCE— JURf QUESTION — INSTRUCTIONS— ADMISSIONS OF CONDUCTOR— 
ADMIBSTBILITT. 

Plaintiff approachfda railroad crossing at a slow trot without stopping to look and listen. 
She testified, however, that she did listen, and, had the statutory signal been given by an 
approaching locomotive, could have avoided the ensuing accident. The evidence as to whether 
she could have seen the train, had she looked, was conflicting. Held^ that the question of con- 
tributory negligence was for the jury. 

Instructions assuming that plaintiff, injured at a railroad crossing, knew the view of the 
track to be completely obstruct«)d, so that It was her duty to stop, to look and listen, are prop- 
erly refused where the evidence as to obstruction of view is conflicting. 

A special instruction requested in a railroad-crossing accident case, based on plaintiff's 
Admission after the accident that she heard the train, but thought she could get across, as suffl- 
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oiently covered by the general instniotlon that, if she saw or heard the train in time to avoid 
the collision, she could not recover. 

In a railroad-crossii g accident case, It is not error to admit evidence that the trainmen, 
including the conductor, remained t-ilent when accused by the witness, immediately after the 
accident, of failing to whistle for the crossing; the court instructing that the evidence was 
admitted only to contradict the conductor In case he testified that the signal was given, as he 
afterwards did. Selensky v. Chicago Great Western Railway Company, Qi N. W. Rep., 272. 



EMI3TBNTD0MAIN— AWARD— ▲PPBAL—DISMISSAL—COSTi—ATTORNET'SFEBi— TAX A.TIOV. 

Code, section 2007, provides that a railway company condemning land shall pay all the costs 
of the assessment by commissioners and those occasioned by an appeal, including reasonable 
attorney's fees unless on the trial the same or a leas amount of damages is awarded than was 
allowed by the commissioners. Held, that where, after an appeal bv both parties from an 
award, the appeal was dismissed on a stipulation that the landowner, should receive the amount 
awarded in full settlement of his claim, and that the railroad company should construct a 
private crossing at a point to be designated, but which was silent as to costs and attorney's fees 
an assessment tbereof against the railroad company was proper. Heath eL aL v. Mason Cltj- 
& Fort Dodge Railway Company, 04 N. W. Rep. 487. 



RAILBOADS-INJITBIB^ TO STOOK ON TRACK— PROX III ATB 0AU8B— DBFEOTiyE CATTLJS GUARDS— 
STATITTOBr PROVISIOIIB—ByiDENCB— INSTRUCTIONS. 

Where a cattle guard was so filled with snow and ice as to furnish no obstruction, and there- 
was an additional inducement for plalntifTs colts to follow other horses which had passed the- 
guard because of its defective condition, the question whether the failure to properly maintain 
the guard wa^ the proximate cause of the Injury to plaintiffs colts was for the jury. 

Plaintiff's two colts were killed by defendant's train while on the right of way near aerossins 
between cattle guards, and it was shown that the west guard was filled with snow and ice so as 
to furnish no obstruction to the passage of stock. There was evidence that the tracks of a horse- 
which was with the colts, and which jumped over the right of way fence, indicated that it had 
stopped frequently ; that along the side of the rails and between them were tracks of a horse that 
was running fast, as though frightened. Aside from this, there was nothing to indicate how 
long the stock was on the right of way. One of the colts was found seventy-five feet Inside the 
west cattle guard. Held, that the jury might have Inferred that the stock had passtrd over the 
guard some time before the approach of the train, and at a time they would not have undertaken 
to do BO had the guard been in repair and free from snow and ice. 

In an action against a railroad company for kllllDgoolts claimed to have wandered onto its 
right of way over a defective cattle guard protecting a crossing, an Instruction that *' the ques- 
tion as to whether defendant was negligent in the operation of its train at and approaching the 
crossing • • • Is withdrawn from your consideration, and you will not, therefore, • • ♦ 
consider any evidence that may have been Introduced as to the speed of the train or the ability of 
the engine men to observe the crossing as the train approached the same, " was not misleading, 
as withdrawing from the jury evidence of what the engineer actually saw, or any of the evidence 
bearing on the collision with the colts. 

Code, section 2022, provides that railroads shall *'make and keep in good repair" cattle 
guards at certain places. Section 2065 provides that a railroad shall be liable to the owner of any 
stock killed by reason of want of such cattle guards, and that, to recover, it shall only be neces.. 
sary to prove the loss or Injury. Held, that permitting a guard to become so filled with snow 
and ice as to furnish no obstruction to the passage of stock was a failure * * to maintain proper 
and sufficient cattle guards '* within the meaning of the statute. Paul v. Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, 04 N. W. Rep. , 498. 



RAILROADS— CR088INO INJURlEfl—NEGIiTOENCE— FAILURE TO GIVE SiaNAL<«— PRIVATE 0R0«8I!«G8 
—CONTRIBUTORY NEGLTOENCE— NECESSARY PRECAUTION.^— EVIDENCE— SUFPICIBNCY—PROXI- 
MATE CAUSE— QUESTION POR JURY— INSTRUCTIONS. 

There is no duty incumbent on a railroad company, either at common law or by statute, to- 
give signals at private crossings. 
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A person nslng a private oroeaing over a railroad in the yicinitj of a public crossing hat tho 
right to rely on the glying of proi>er signals by the company's servants at the pablio crossing. 

Whether the failure of railroad employes to give proper signals at a public crossing was the 
proximate cause of plalntiiTs injury was a question for the ju* y. 

One about to cross a railroad track is not required to keep a constant outlook for trains, but 
is obliged to use only such ordinary prudence as a reasonable man should exercise under like 
ciroumstanceB. 

Whether plaintiff in an action for injuries received while crossing a railroad track at a private 
crossing was guilty of contributory negligence was, under the evidence, properly submitted to 
the jury. 

In an action against a railroad comi>any for injuries at a crossing, an instruction that, if the 
circumstances were such as to induce a a reasonably prudent man to believe that he could use the 
crossing with safety ' ' without precautions," their omission was not negligence, but erroneous. 

In an action against a railroad company for injuries at a crossing, where an instruction given 
incorrectly stated the duty of plaintiff to use precautions, the error was not cured by other in. 
struotions stating the correct rule. Defrieze v. Illinois Central Railroad company, 94 N. W. 
Rep., A06. 



BAILBOAIM— SPUR TO MINI— PUBLIC WAT— COWDBMNATIOH— DIVISION LINB— COMPLIAKGE WITH 
STATUTE— CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

Code, section 2028, providing that a person owning or leasing land and not having a private or 
public way thereto may have a public way to any railway station, street or highway over the 
land of another on or immediately adjacent to a division line, and section 2061, providing that any 
owner, lessee, or possessor of lands having mineral thereon, who has paid the damages assessed 
for roads established a« above provided, may construct a railway thereon for the purpose of 
reaching and opening a quarry or mine on the land and transporting the products to market, are 
to be construed together, and it is only on a public way established under the first section that a 
railway may be established under the latter one. 

A right of way for a railway to a mine may be a public way, though it cannot be used by the 
public for travel except by railway cars, as another mine owner may have the use of it without 
paying additional damages to the owner of the land through which it is constructed. 

The right of way which a mine owner may have condemned over the land of another to his 
mine for the purpose of a railway is a public way, so that the statute authorizing it is not in vio- 
lation of the Constitution, as aUowlng a taking of property for private use. 

The owners of a mine had the right of way for a spu** track from the mine to a railroad loca- 
ted over the land of another in such a way that the spur was within forty feet of a division line at 
the place where it entered the land, but diverged further on so that it was 2S7 feet from the line 
at the place or junction with the railway, in order that the carve necessary to make the connec- 
tion with the railway bhould not be more than twelve degrees, this being as pharp a curve as is 
usual in good railroad construction. Had the spur been constructed along another division line, it 
would have reached the railroad without diverging more than forty feet from the line, but this 
route was over rough and broken ground, and would have required a much longer spur. Held, 
that the right of way as located was a substantial compliance with the requirements of the statute 
that it should been or Immediately adjacent to a division line. 

Although a spur track from a mine came to a junction with a railway more than a mile from 
a station, yet, since the cars ft om the mine could be hauled over the railway to the station, the 
mine owner had a public way to the station wii hin the meaning of the statute providing that a mine 
owner may have a public way to a station established for the purpose of building a railway 
thereon. Morrison v. Thistle Coal Company et al., 04 N. W. Rep , 507. 



BAILBOADB— INJUBIBS AT STATIONS— NBGLIOBNCB OF MAIL' CLBBK— DAHOEBOUS CUSTOlf— 
KNOWLEDGE OF DEFENDANT— ASSUMPTION OF BI8K. 

While an agent of the United States postal department in charge of a mail car is not a servant 
of the railroad company carrying mailii, in such a sense that his negligence in throwing a mall 
bag from the train, thereby injuring a bystander, is chargeable to the company, yet the railway 
company is responsible, in permitting the agent to pursue a dangerous cour8e of conduct in 
throwing off mail bags at stations, if continued for a sufficient length of time to charge the com- 
pany with knowledge thereof. 
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The liability of a railroad company for negligence in permitting a mail clerk to throw bap> 
from the train in a manner dangerons to persons on the platform extends to injarles to all 
persons rlghtfally on the platform, whether passengers or not. 

The mere knowledge of the existence of a costom or condition which is dangerous is not 
sufficient to charge a person injured with the assumption of the risk thereof, unless such person 
has appreciated the danger involved. 

A mail carrier who wls injured while standing at the end of a platform by being struck with 
a mail bag thrown from a moving train did not assume the risk of sueh injury, although he knew 
of the custom of the mail clerk to throw the mail bags from the trains while in motion, where 
such custom was to throw the bags from the train while passing the center of the platform. 

One who is injured while standing in a dangerous position assumes only such risks as are only 
reasonably to be apprehended by him to himself in the position which he took, as incident to the 
dangerous usage of which he had knowledge. 

One who assumes the risk incident to throwing mail bags on a train while in motion does not 
thereby assume the risk of a mall bag being thrown from the train and striking him. 

A railroad company is liable to a person injured, while rightfully on the company's platform, 
by being struck by a mail bag thrown by the mall clerk from a moving train, where such custom 
has been so long continued as to charge the company with knowledge thereof, although the cus- 
tom had been to throw the bags from the train at a different point on the platform. Carver v. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Company, 94 N. W. Rep. , 86^ 



INJURrBS TO 6EBVANT-NEOLTOENOB— ASSUMPTIO!? OP BISK— PELLOW 8SRVAKTS. 

A master is not liable for injuries to a servant owing to the caving in of a bank beside which 
the servant was working, where the caving was due to the nature of the soil, which was as 
apparent to the servant as to any one. 

A foreman in charge of a steam shovel, while assisting in replacing a chain on a pulley of the 
■hovel is a fellow servant with a laborer who is also engaged in replacing the chain. 

In an action by a servant for injuries sustained by the caving in of a bank while he wna replac- 
ing a chain on a pulley of a steam shovel, the failure to move the shovel to a different place could 
not be regarded as negligence in the absence of any evidence that it wns generally unsafe to 
attempt to replace the chain while the shovel was in such a position. McQueeny v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, M X. W. Rep. , 1124. 



STREET RAILROADS— ra.rURT TO PEDESTRIAN— OONTRIBDTORY NBGLIOENCB— PRESUMPTIOKS— 

DIRECTION OF VERDICT. 

Fiveor six covered wagons were following one another southward aloag a street close to a 
street railway track. 'Decedent stepped from behind the last of these wagons towards the track, 
and was struck by a street car coming from the south. There was evidence that the car was 
running faster than allowed by law. There was no evidence that any care was exercised by 
deceased to avoid collision with the car. Held, that a verdict for defendant was properly 
directed. 

Where there is direct evidence as to the circumstances surrounding an accident resulting In 
the death of the person injured, the presumption that prompted by rhn instinct of self preserva- 
tion, he was in the exercise of due care, does not obtain. 

Weaver and Deemer, JJ., dissenting. Ames v. Waterloo & Cedar Falls Rapid Transit 
Company. 95 N. W. Rep., 161. 



RAILROADS— RIGHT OP WAY— ESTABLISHMENT— CONSENT DBCREE—EFFKCT— PRIOR AORSEM SNT— 
MERGER— ADVERSE P.)8SE3<IO!7— EASEMENTS— ADDITIONAL 8ERVITC7DE— TELEGRAPH LIKES— 
ACCOUNTING— RENTS AND PROFIT. 

Where a railroad company condemned a right of way over defendant's land, the fact that 
the erection of telegraph poles and wires along the right of way under a contract between the 
raiUoad company and the telegraph company created an additional servitude on the land did not 
entitle defendant to an accounting of the rents and profits received by the railroad from the tele- 
graph company. 
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Where an action for the condemnation of a railroad right of waj was settled by the parties, 
and a consent decree was entered, conferring an easement on the railroad company for a right of 
way of the land as described, sach decree had the same effect as a deed to convey such right of 
way. 

Where a landowner remained in possession of a part of land over which a railroad right of 
way had been granted, such possession, in the absence of evidence that bis holding was adverse 
to the railroad company's rights, and that it had knowledge thereof, would be construed to be 
subservient to the rights of the railroad company. 

Where a proceeding to condemn a railroad right of way was settled by a stipulation granting 
the railroad the right of way demanded, which contained no reservation of a part of defendant's 
yard contained In such right of way. all prior agreements were merged in the stipulation, and 
defendant was not entitled to enforce an oral agreement between the railroad and his grantor 
that the railroad company would not disturb the owner's use of the yards as it then existed. 
Chicago, Minneapolis & St. Paul Railway Company v. Snyder, etal., 95 N. W. Rep. , 183. 



RAILROADS— FIBKS—EYIDIRCE OF ENGINX 0AU8INO VIBB—Bl'FBGT—NBaLJaENCB— PROOF. 

Where the fact that a locomotive engine passing over a railway company's right of way caused 
a fire is shown, the burden of proof not only shifts to the company to show freedom from negli- 
gence, but the fact proven stands as substantive evidence of its negligence. West Side Mutual 
Fire Insurance Company v. Chicago & North- Western Railway company, 05 N. W. Rep., 1^. 



RAILROADS— RIGHT OF WAT— PRESUMPTION AS TO WIDTH— ETIDENOE. 

The presumption that a railroad company acquired, as grantee in a deed conveying to it a 
■trip of land fifty feet wiie on each side of the center of its mi in track as definitely located, a 
right of way of the maximum statutory width of 100 feet, is overcome by proof that a third per- 
son as grantee in a deed conveying land adjacent to the railroad right of way, erected a fence 
thirty feet from the center of the company's main track, and occupied the land up to the fence 
for more than twenty-five years, withoat objection from the company. Cedar Rapids Canning 
Company v. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, 05 N. W. Rep. , 105. 



RAILROADS— RIGHT OF WAY— CONDEMNATION— AWARD— APPEAL— ATTORNEY'S FEES- 
ALLOWANCE. 

Under Code, section 2007, providing that, in proceedings to condemn a railroad right of way, 
the coii)oration shall pay all co.st8 of the assessment and those occasioned by the appeal, including > 
a reasonable attorney's fee, to be taxed by the court, unless on the trial the same or a less amount 
of damages is awarded than was allowed by the commissioners, it was error to tax an attorney's 
fee on appeal from a commlssloner'n award, and apportion the same, as a part of the costs, between 
the parties, where the verdict on appeal was much less than the amount awarded by the commis- 
sioners. Wormely v. Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad company, 05 N. W. Rep. , 20^. 



STREET RAILROAD— AOGJDENT— NEGLIGENCE. 

Whether a motorman on a street car was negligent in becoming spellbound with fear on the 
discovery of the danger to plain tlfTs intestate is a question for the jary under the circum- 
stances. Barry V. Burlington Railway ^ Light Company, 06 N. W. Rep., 220. 



INJURY TO RAILROAD EM PLOYEfl— INSTRUCTIONS. 

Code, section 2071, providing that railroad companies shall be liable to their employes for 
damages resulting from the negUgeuce of their agents and servants when connected with the use 
and operation of any railway, renders them so liable to any employe engaged in work exposing 
him to the hazards arising from the operation of a railroad. 
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A servant employed by a railroad company in unloading rails from a car in a repair train by 
means of a cable was connected in his employment with the use and operation of the company's 
railway within Code, section 2071. relating to the liability of railroad companies for the negli- 
gence of employes. 

In an action by a servant employed with others in unloading rails from a car in a repair train, 
an instruction that, if plaintiif gave the signal to mov^e the train, and as a result of such move- 
ment he was injured, he could not recover, was erroneous, as ignoring the question of due care 
for his safety by his associates, and due care on his own part in giving the signal. Williams T. 
Iowa Central Railway company, 06, N. W. Rep. , 774. 



BAILR01.D6— KILLING eTOCK-PATLUBE TO MAINTAIN PBOPEB FBWOES— WHAT CONSTITUTES 
B AILBOA D FlfiNCE—NBOLIOENOB— BVIDENOE— SUFnCIBNOT. 

A railway company buiU two fences on the north side of its track. The first fence, placed 
abont a rod from the boundary of the right of way, was connected with a cattle guard at a street 
crossing, and was extended westward indefinitely. The second fence extended from the street 
forming the crossing along the boundary of the right of way westward for about five hundred 
feet to a pasture, where it turned, and joined the first fence. At the pasture end of the lane 
thus formed was a gate opening into the pasture, while the street end of the lane was open. 
Held, that the first fence was a railroad fence, within the Code, section 2055, making a railroad 
company liable for killing stock by reason of its failure to properly fence its track 

Livestockstrayinginthelane was stock running at large, within Code, section 2055, provid- 
ing that any corporation operating a railway and falling to fence the same against live stock run- 
ning at large shall be liable for the stock killed. 

In an action against a railway company for killing a mule it was shown that the mule had 
been kept in a pasture at the end of a lane formed by two fences built by a railway company on 
its right of way; that at the pasture end of the lane was a gate leading into the pasture, while at 
the other end the lane was open at a street ; that the day before the mule was killed it was in the 
pasture; that during the evening before it was killed it was seen in the lane ; that it strayed from 
the lane on the track through a defective fence. Held, sufficient to establish a prima facie case 
of negligence on the part of the company, shifting the burden on it to show its freedom from 
negligence. 

In such a case it was not s 'fficient to negative the prima facie case of negligence to show that 
the mule was in a safe place the day before it was killed, or to indulge in the conjecture that 
some one opened the gate leading from the lane to the pasture, and thus allowed it to enter the 
lane, but the company must prove that the animal came through the gate. Dailey v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 96 N. W. Rep., 778. 



BAILWAY8-CB0S8INGS— FAILUBE TO STOP-PENALTY. 

Code, section 2073, declares that any engineer who falls to bring his train to a full stop 
before crossing an intersecting railroad on the same level shall forfeit SlOO, and that the railroad 
shall forfeit the sum of $200. Held that, where the train failed to stop because the brakes were 
defective, so that the engineer was not guilty of the offense, the railroad was not liable. 

The offense was not committed if the engineer attempted to stop the train, but was tmable to 
do so. 

The statute was not unconstitutional as imposing a penalty on a railroad for the offense of its 
engineer, as it merely exacted a duty of the corporation of seeing that Its employe acted in 
obedience to the statute. 

The burden on the State of proving tha*i a railroad engineer was liable to the penalty imposed 
by Code, section 2073, for failure to stop his train before crossing an intersecting railroad on 
the same level, was not shifted by proof that the train did not stop. 

In an action against a railroad for a penalty for failure to stop its train before crossing an in- 
tersecting road, the general rales prevailing in civil actions govern, and the State is not bound to 
prove the commission of the offense beyond a reasonable doubt. State v. Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, 96 N. W. Rep., 904. 
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CABRIAOS OF GOODS— GONNSCTINO CABRISR— DSLIYBRT— BILLfi OF L.ADIKO— ESTOPPKL. 

A shipper of groods, who informed the cosnecting carrier that he held bills of lading for 
-the goods, was estopped from disputing the fact. 

Where no bills of lading are issaed, the carrier is Jnstifled in delivering the goods to the 
•consignee withoat theprodactlon of receipts or other evidences of ownership issaed to the 
oonsignor. 

A shipper of goods telegraphed to the connecting carrier that he held the bills of lading, and 
that no delivery shonld be made antil bills of lading were surrendered. The carrier thereupon 
refused to deliver the goods. Subsequently the shipper wrote a letter, addressed to the con- 
necting carrier, recalling the order in the telegram, and directing a delivery without the bills of 
lading. The consignee presented the letter to the carrier at its office at the place of destination, 
but the carrier refused to deliver because the bills of lading were not produced, but delivered 
them on production of the freight receipts. Held^ that the carrier was justified in refusing to 
deliver, and therefore not liable to the shipper for the damage to the goods caused bj the delay 
in the delivery. Schllghtlng v. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, 96 N. W. 
Rep., 959. 



BAILROADS-FIRIS ALONG RIGHT OF WAT— DEBTBUCTIO:^ OF MKADOW-MEASURB OF DAMAOB— 
BYIDENOI — KTLLIRG OF STOCK— DOUBLB DAMAGES — CONCESSIONS BT COUNSEL— NOTICE— 
SirFFICIESOY— AFFIDAVIT - JtTRAT. 

In an action against a railroad company for damages caused by burning a part of a meadow 
adjacent to the right of way, the measure of damages was the cost of reseedlng and the rental 
value of -the land during th» time it was rendered unproductive for the purpose for which it was 
being used, as shown by evidence of what portions of the land not burned actually produced, and 
not the general rental value of land in that vicinity. 

In an action against a railroad company for setting fire to hay neir the track, evidence that 
-within a few minutes after the paasing of defendant's locomotive, and while a strong wind was 
blowing from the direction of the track towards the hay, it was first discovered to be on fire, was 
sufficient to justify a finding that the hay was set on fire by sparks from the locomotive. 

In an action against a railroad company for killing a steer on the track, a concession of plaintiff's 
<*ounsel that plaintiff was not entitled to recover double damages under the statute did not eatop 
him from afterwards claiming double damages, the right thereto growing out of the statute, and 
not requiring any evidence other than that required to establibh a cause of action, so that defendant 
was not prejudiced by the withdrawal of the concession. 

Code, section 2055, provides that double damages are to be allowed against a railroad company 
ior killing stock if the company fails to pay for the stock within thirty days after notice in writing 
that the loss or injury has occurred, etc. A notice of the killing of stock was addressed to the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis ''Railway'* company while the name of the corporation was the Minneap- 
olis & St. Louis "Railroad" company, the name given in the notice being the name of a predecessor 
•of the defendant which had formerly owned the same line of road. The notice, however, was 
actually served upon and brought to the personal attention of the proper officer of the defendant 
company, and the affidavit referred to the Minneapolis & St. Louis * 'Railroad" company, and 
stated that the stock w^as killed by said * 'railroad" company. Held, that the notice was not 
insufficient because using the term * 'railway" Instead of ' 'railroad. " 

In an action against a railroad company for the killing of stock, in which plaintiff claimed 
double damages under the statute (Code, section 2055), defendant's tender to plaintiff of a certain 
sum, which plaintiff claimed to be the value of the s«pck, was sufficient evidence of the value of 
the stock to form a ba«)is for the recovery of double damages. Black v. Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad company, 9t5 N. VV. Rep., 984. 



<3ARRIBR&— INJURY TO PASSENGERS— EVIDENCE— DEFECTIVE TRACK— OTHER DEFECTS— RELEASE— 
BXECUrrON- MENTAL. INCOMPETENCY. 

Where, in an action for injuries to a passenger caused by a broken railroad rail, plaintiff 
claimed that the track at and near the point of the accident was defective, in that the rails used 
were too light, evidence of the breaking of rails at other near-by points on the line, where the 
•conditions generally were the same as at the point of the accident, was competent. Whittlesey 
▼. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & N^orthern Railway company, 97 N. W. Rep., 66. 
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SYLLABI OF DECISIONS. 



Thx Diamond Mills 

V. 

Boston and BCainid Bailboad Company. 
Decided November 17, 1902. 

Shippers are not entitled as matter of right to mill grain in transit and forward the milled 
prodact nnder the through rate in force on the grain from the point of origin to the place of alti* 
mate destination; on the contrary, milling in transit is a special privilege for which extra com- 
pensation Ls txsnally exacted by carriers and which is only permitted by them under prescribed 
terms and conditions. 

At common law, and under the act to regulate commerce as interpreted by the courts, joint 
through routes and through rates are matters of contract between the connecting carriers, and 
the defendant, a? party to a joint tariff which does not give shippers the privilege of milling in 
transit, acting within its legal right in notifying its immediate connections and the complainant 
that it would not permit that practice. 

Complainant brings grain from western points to Buffalo, N. Y. , where it is milled, and ships 
the product to points on defendant's line in New England. The through tariff rates on grain and 
grain products from the points of origin to the New Bngland points of destination are the same, 
but no right of milling in transit U granted in the joint tariff. ' Under a regulation of the Lake 
Shore Company, one of the parties to the tariff, and on whose line com plainant's mill is located, 
milling in transit is permitted under a penalty of 1}4 cents per 100 pounds above the rate on grain 
but defendant does not join in granting that privilege to shippers from western points to jwints on 
its line in New Bngland, and when grain so milled in transit is received by defendant it imposes 
an arbitrary charge of 6 cents per 100 pounds. The sum of the rate on separate shipments of grain 
from the west to Buffalo and the established joint rate of 12 cents per 100 pounds on grain products - 
from Buffalo to points on defendant's line is less than the through grain rate added to the de- 
fendant's 0-oent arbitrary. Held. (1) That defendant has acted unlawfully in imposing the 
arbitrary charge of cents per 100 pounds in addition to the through grain rate on complainant's 
milled products forwarded from Buffalo, and that it was and is bound to apply on such transpor- 
tation from Buffalo its established joint rate on grain products from that point to New England 
destinations. (2) That complainant is entitled to reparation in the sum of I85S.81, the difference 
between charges exacted from it on the basis of the 6-oent arbitrary added to the through grain 
rate an i the sum of established rates on grain to and on milled products from Buffalo 1. C. C. 
Bep. 



In thk Matter or Rates and Pbactices of the Mobile & Ohio Ratlboad Company in 

THB TbANPPOBTATION OF QBAIN TO VlCK^BUBG, Mlr^ISSIPPI, SHIPPED FBOM OR THBOUOH 

St. Loots, Missottbi, and East St. Loxtis, Illinois. 

Decided January 81, 1908. 

A published tariff regulation permitting grain to be shipped through from point of origin to 
final destination with a stop-over privilege in East St. Louis for cleaning, sacking or other legiti- 
mate purpose, the shipment covering a proportional or balance of a through rate from Bast St. 
Louis, is not shown to be objectionable in this case, but that part of defendant's tariff regulation 
which provides that grain may be shipped to East St. Louis ^n a local rate and forwarded as a 

(349) 



Digitized by 



Google 



350 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

new shipment from that point on ft 12-cent proportional rate to Yicksburg, Miss., and common 
points, disregards the higher 15-cent local rate from East St. Louis to those destinations and la 
not in accord wich the doctrine announced by the Commission in Re Alleged Unlawful Rate* anti 
Practices in the Transportation of Orain and Grain Products by the A. T. d: S. F. Ry. Co. el 
al , 7 I. C. C. Rep. 240, 9 L O. 0. Rep. 



In tee Mattbb of Proposbd Advances in Freight Rates. 

Decided April 1, 1908. 

The act to regulate commerce provides that all interstate rates shall be filed with the (Com- 
mission, and requires annual reports of the operations and financial condition of all interstate 
carriers. When the schedule is filed announcing an advance of general application, for which no 
apparent reason exists, such action is a proper subject of investigratlon, and If it thereupon ap- 
pears that the advance is unwarranted the Commission should exhaust whatever power it has to 
corrtet the injustice. Transportation bj rail is a quasi-public service, not to be sold to the high- 
est bidder, and the charges therefor are not controlled by the law of supply and demand. 
Freight rates do not in fact rise and fall with changes in the market prices of commoditlee, 
though they are often affected by commercial conditions ; and when reductions have been made 
on account of commercial depression it is dif9.oult to see why corresponding advances may not 
properly be made with the return of business prosperity. 

An increase which results solely from the withdrawal of a lower export rate, or from the 
maintenance of a published tariff, cannot ordinarily be condemned as unlawful. Railways aro 
entitled to share In the general prosprity of the country ; they have suffered severely in the past 
and should be allowed to recuperate while that prosperity continues; but it does not follow nec- 
essarily that they are entitled to advance former rates which were not reduced on account of 
financial depression . 

Under the competitive conditions which heretofore prevailed, tariff rates on grain and grain 
products from Chicago to New York have not exceeded 17^ cents during the last four years, ex- 
cept for a brief period, while the actual rates have been materially and sometimes greatly below 
that figure. The legality of the recent advance of this rate to 20 cents depends upon two oon- 
siderations : First^ whether the increased rate is reasonable, having reference to the cost and 
value of the service, and as compared with rates on other commodities; and, second, whether it 
is reasonable In the absolute, regarded as essentially a tax upon the people who ultimately pay 
the transportation charge. 

A rate of 17}^ cents on grain and grain products from Chicago to New York is not shown, as 
alleged by the carriers, to be unremunerative or disproportionate as compared with other rates. 
Whether tested by cost of movement, by what the carriers have voluntarily accepted in the past, 
or by comparison with rates on somewhat siniilar kinds of traffic, it is not unprofitable nor un- 
reasonably low. It is from 2 to 5 cents— 10 to 40 per cent— higher than the rates actually received 
in recent years, and nothing appears in the financial condition of the carriers to justify a greater 
advance. 

The rate advances involved in this investigation are those on iron articles, packing house 
products, dressed meats, and grain and grain products. Upon all the facts and conditions now 
appearing, Held, That as rates on iron articles were formerly reduced on account of commercial 
conditions, the advances in those rates may have been proper owing to subsequent change in sueh 
conditions ; that the advance in the rate on packing house prod acts, which was made by with- 
drawing a lower export rate, is not properly an advance; that the advances in rates on dreesed 
meats ought not to be condemned under the peculiar circumstances surrounding that traffic ; 
that the advance in the domestic rate on grain and grain products from 17K to 20 cents per 100 
pounds from Chicago and the other advance made in consequence of the increased rate from 
Chicago to New York, the same being an advance over the highest published rate in effect for the 
most of four years previous and a great advance over actual rates received for the last fifteen 
years, are not justified. 

This proceeding is in the form of a general investigation, and although the respondent carriers 
were fully heard by their traffic representatives, and in some instances through their attorneys, 
the proceeding is in a manner ez parte, and facts not brought out in this inquiry, with further 
discussion of the subject, might lead to a different conclusion. No order, therefore, can be 
made upon this record, but further proceedings will be commenced unless the respondent car- 
riers readjusted their rates on grain and grain products in accordance with the views herein ex 
pressed on or before May 16, 1908. 9 I. C. C. Rep. 
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The Proctor & aAMBUc Company, 

V. 

The Cincinnati, Hamilton & Datton Railway Company et al. 
Decided April 19, 1003. 

Although the faot that most shippers of a given article in part of a described territory were 
permitted to secure reduced ratea by billing at net weight, while many other shippers of the same 
Article in another portion of that territory paid higher rates through billing at the full weight of 
the package and its contents, is ample warrant for an order requiring the carriers to remoTe the 
unjust discrimination as between such shippers by discontinuing the practice of shipping at net 
weights in any part of the territory, yet, on the other hand, unless the net-weight practice was 
prevalent throughout sub^bantially the whole territory aCTected and either authorized by carriers 
generally in that territory or ho well known from constant and general application as to receive 
implied sanction, it would not of itself constitute sufficient ground for an order requiring a re- 
duction in rates when all the carriers applied their established charges on the basis of gross 
weights. Decision in Proctor d* Gamble v. Cincinnati, Hamilton d: Dayton R, B. Co. et al. , 4 1. 
O. 0. Rep. 87, 8 Inters. Com. Rep. 181, which was based mainly upon testimony indicating general 
prevalence of the net-weight practice, field, in the light o( further evldeace, but controlling in 
this case. 

The presumption as to the reasonableness of rates long kept in effect by carriers as a voluntary 
«ct on their part does not attach in a case wh>re such rates have been established by carriers in 
compliance with a decision and order of the Commission. a 

Profits secured by complainant from the operation of a railway oonnectl ng with the defendant 
lines and from other special advantages tending to diminish the amount of it 4 transportation ex- 
penses would have very material bearing if the sole question involved was the reasonableness of 
rates charged to complainant, or if the rates exacted from it were drawn into comparison with 
those charged to competing soap manufacturers ; but where, as in this case, the chief question is 
«s to the justice of a change in the classification of soap, not only as regards complainant, but as 
affecting all soap shippers in the classification territory, no order could be made respecting such 
change in favor of complainant which would not apply with equal force on shipments of other 
sfiap manufacturers in that territory; and as the case mainly involves the general question of 
classification, it must be decided In accordance with the principles which properly govern the 
classification of freight articles. 

The action of defendants in placing soap in carloads with common grades of grocery and 
other general merchandise in the fifth class of their freight classification and refusing to reduce 
soap in carloads to the sixth class, which includes only low grade freights, held not to be unlawful 
while other articles with which carload soap is properly compared are retained in the fifth class 
of such classification ; but this shall not operate to preclude the Commission from holding in an 
appropriate proceeding that fifth class rates in this territory are excessive. 

The privilege of shipping small quAntitles of articles in the same class as a mixed carload is 
valuable to a great many shippers and is not to be condemned because it may result in some 
degree to the advantage of particular manufacturers or to jobbers; but when it appears, as in 
this case, that shippers like complainant are subjected to additional disadvantage under the 
operation of a mixed carload rule through the increase in a long-standing less than carload rate, 
the effect of that rule is properly to be considered in determining the reasonableness and justice 
of such increased rate. 

The action of defendants in increasing the classification of soap in less than carloads from 
fourth to third class was unreasonable and unjust under the acts to regulate commerce, and their 
subsequent practice of applying twenty per cent less than third class rates on such traffic is also 
unlawful. 9L. C. C. Rep. 



Ulhick & Williams 

V. 

The Lake Shosb & MroHtOAN Southern Railway Company and The Cleveland, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company. 

Decided May U, 1903. 

Complainant asks reparation on account of rates on ice from Hillsdale and other points in 
Hichigan which, prior to September 8, 1901, were higher over the line formed by defendant 
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roads for the shorter distance to Springfleld than for the longer distance to Colnmbns, the rate» 
to both points having been made the same on that date; bat it appeared that other and shorter 
delivering lines compete for the traffic to Columbus apd that the short-line distance to Colamba» 
is less than the short-line distance to Springfield. Upon all the facte and circomstances, held, 
that the complaint should be dismissed. 9 I. C. C. Rep. 



S. S. Daish & Sons 

V. 
ThB OUBVBLJlS'D, AKROIT & COLITMBITS RAILWAY COMPANY AND ThB BaLTIMOBE & OHIO RAILt 

ROAD Company. 

Decided June 18, 1908. 

Complainant alleged unjust discrimination againt^t it in favor of other shippers bj reason of 
unreasonable delay in forwarding and delivering a car load of hay consigned from Condit, Ohio, ta 
Washington, D. C. , and prayed for an award of damages. Held, that no unjust discrimination 
or undue prejudice to complainant having been shown, the complaint should be dismissed. 9 I. 
C. C. Rep. 



Tab Mayor and City Council of Wichita, Kansas, v. thb Atchison, Topbka & Santa. 
Fb Railway Cojipany eial., thb Mayor and City Council or Hutchinson, Kansas. 
Intbrvbnors. 

Decided June 18, 1908. 

The defendants having removed the cause of complaint by establishlog rates on sugar troixt 
Sugar City and Rocky Ford, Colo. , to Wichita and Hutchinson, Kan. , no higher than those in 
effect from the same points to Kansas City, Mo. , no order is necessary in this proceeding. 91. 
a 0. Rep. 



In thb Mattbb or thb Applications or Cbrtazn Railroad Companibs bob an Bxtbnsiost 
or TiMB within which to Comply with thb Provisions or thb act or March 2, 1903, 
Rblating to Sabety Appliances. 

Decided October 16, 1908. 

The discretionary power lodged with the Commission to extend the period of time within 
which carriers are required to comply with the Safety Appliance Act, as amended March 2, 1908, 
was plainly designed to afford relief in cases which would otherwise inflict special hardship upon 
the public and the carriers, and should only be exercised under such circumstances and for such, 
short length of time as were contemplated by the framers of the statute and are plainly inferable 
from its terms. 

Extensions of time granted to petitioning carriers to comply with certain provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1903, amending the safety appliance act of March 2, 1898, as amended April 1, 1896. 
91. C. C. Rep. 



Thb Mayor and City Council or Wichita, Kansas, 

V. 

Thb Atchison, Topbka & Santa Fb Railway CoMPANvef aL 

Decided October 24, 190a 

On complaint by the city of Wichita, Kan. , alleging that defendants' rates on coal in car 
loads from Mind en. Mo., McAlester, I. T., and Russell ville, Ark., to Wichit-a are unlawful as 
compared with defendants' coal rates from the same points to Kansas City, it api>eared that the 
rates to Kansas City are controlled and actually forced by competitive conditions governing the 
transportation of coal to that city, but that such rates are remunerative and that the rates to 
Wichita cannot be found excessive upon the record as made in this case. Final order not entered 
and complainant allowed time to apply for leave to submit further testimony upon the reason- 
ableness of the rates to Wichita. Hay or and City Council of Wichita v. A, T. «t- S. F. By. Co. „ 
etat., 91. C. C. Rep. 634, cited and applied. 9. 1. C. C. Rep. 
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The Mayor and Citt OoimciL of Wichita, Kansas, 

V. 

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fs Railway Company, el al , The Kansas City Board of 

Trade, Intervenor. 

Decided October 24, 1003. 

Where actual competition exists at the more distant point which does not obtain at the inter- 
mediate or nearer point, and where such competition has actually prodnoed a lower rate at the 
more distant point which the carrier can not control and mnst meet to obtain a share of the 
business, neither the third nor the foarth section of the act to regulate commerce prohibits the 
disparity in rates at the shorter a^d longer distance points, provided the longer distance com- 
petltiTe rate is remunerative and the shorter distance point rate is reasonable. Decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court in Interstate Commerce Commission v. AUibama Midland R. Co. , 
168 U. a, 144, 42 L. ed. 414, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep., 45: LouisviUe dtN. R. Co. v. BeMmer, 176 U. S., 
648, 44 Li. ed. 800, 20 Sup. Ct. Rep., 200; East Tennessee, V. diO. R. Co, v. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 181 U. S. 1, 46 L. ed. 710, 21 Sup. Ct. Rep., 616; Interstate Commerce Commission v. 
LouisvUle 6e N. R. Co., 100 U. S., 278. 47 L. ed. 1047, 28 Sup. Ct. Rep., 687, cited and applied. 
On complaint of the dty of Wichita, Kansas, alleging that the rates charged by defendants for 
the transportation of grain in carloads from Wichita to Qalveston, Texas, for export are unlaw- 
fully higher than the export rates on like traffic in force for longer distances over defendants' 
lines from Ka n sas City to Ghilveston, on some of which lines Wichita is an intermediate point, it 
appeared that competition, which does not exist at Wichita, actually controls and forces the 
rates from Kansas City, which are, nevertheless, remunerative to the carrier ; but that the present 
wheat rate of 80^ cents from Wichita to G«lveston is excessive as applied to wheat and other 
kinds of grain to the extent of two cents per 100 pounds. Held, that the export rates on grain 
from Wichita to Galveston are unreasonable and unlawful, and should be reduced in accordance 
with the finding, but that order can be directed only against the unreasonableness of such rate 
and not against the adjustment of export rates as between Kansas City and Wichita to Gkilveston. 

The bt. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway company would have been a proper but it 
i? not a necessary party in this case, and while service of complaint upon the Missouri Pacific, 
the controlling company, may not be legal service upon the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern, 
a subsidiary company, it does, in fact, for all practical purposes notify the latter company of this 
proceeding. I. C. C. Rep. 



The Mayor and City Council of Wichita, Kansas, 

▼. 

The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, et al. 

On complaint of the City of Wichita, Kan., alleging that rates from lumber shipping points 
west of the Mississippi river in Louisiana, Arkansas and Texas to Wichita are unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial as compared with rates on like traffic from the same points to Kansas City, 
Mo. , Omaha and Lincoln, Neb. , and Topeka, Kan. , and that such rates are higher via the lines 
of the defendants, the Santa Fe and Rock Island systems, for the shorter distance to Wichita 
than for the longer distance through Wichita to Kauflas City and the other destination points 
mentioned, it appeared that competitive conditions existing in Kansas City, Omaha and Lincoln 
produce low rates to those points from the lumber territory in question and that such competitive 
conditions do not exist at Wichita; that there is no substantial dissimilarity in th& circumstances 
and conditions governing the transportation of lumber from such territory to Wichita and 
through Wichita to Topeka by the Santa Fe and Rock Island systems; that the rate from such 
lumber producing territory to Wichita is excessive to the extent of one cent per 100 pounds. 
Held, That for the reasons set forth in Wichita v. A. T. d- 8. F. R. Co., 1. C. C. Rep. 684, 
based upon decisions of the United States Supreme Court there cited, the defendants' lumber 
rates to Wichita as compared to those in effect to Kansas City, Omaha and Lincoln from the lum- 
ber shipping territory herein involved are not in violation of the third and fourth sections of the 
act to regulate commerce: that all of the defendants do violate section three of the act ; that the 
Santa Fe and Rock Island systems violate section four by maintaining higher lumber rates from 
such territory to Wichita than to Topeka ; and that the lumber rate from the territory described 
to Wichita is unreasonable and should be reduced. I. C. C. Rep. 

23 
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S. Mabten 

V. 
ThB LoUIBYILLE & NAaHVILLE Railboad OOMPASrr. 
Decided November 21, 1908. 

To hold that, after sabstantial diBsimilaritj of oironnutanoes and conditions has been shown, 
the longer-distant rate cannot In anj case or to any extent be considered by way of oomparison 
in determining whether or not the shorter distance rate is unreasonable or nndnly prejudicial, 
particularly when, as in this case, competition and other compulsory conditions are found not to 
justify the whole disparity between the shorter and longer distance rates, would be to reject a 
most appropriate and necessary test of the reasonableness and Justice of railway charges . In a 
case inyolylng shorter-distance charges higher than those to or from longer-distance pointa the 
carrier cannot rightfully claim Justification for greater dissimilarity in the lates than may be 
indicated by the ascertained dissimilarity in circumstances and conditions. 

The act to regulate commerce assumes that persons, corporations and localities are interested 
not only in the rates charged to them but in the rates charged to others, and while the act does 
not require all rates to be proportional, it nerertheless makes the element of proportion an 
important one when the rates for any locality are to be determined ; and it follows that no rates 
can be reasonable in and of themselves within the contemplation of the act, which are made 
regardless of proportion. 

Rates on lumber from Fountain Head, Gktllatin, St. Blaise, Pilot Knob and Nashville, 
Tenn. , to Detroit, Mich. , are made by adding defendant's ratte to Louisville, Ey. , to rates in 
force from Louisville to Detroit. Defendant's rates to Louisville are 10 cents per 100 pounds for 
the shorter distances from Fountain Head, Oallatln, St. Blaise and Pilot Knob, and 8 cents for 
the longer distanee over the same line from Nashville. Held, that there is a substantial dissim- 
ilarity of circumstances and conditions as between Nashville and the intermediate points men- 
tioned and that, therefore, the fourth section of the act to regulate commerce does not apply ; that 
a diilerenoe of one cent in the rates fully offsets the diif erenoe in circumstances and eondltions : 
and that any greater difference renders the rate from the intermediate points relatively unreas- 
onable, in violation of section 1, and unduly disorimlnatory, in violation of section 8, of the 
statute. I. 0. 0. Rep. 



Oeobob J. EnvDxii and ths Dbsveb Chambbb of Combiebob 

T. 

The Atohibon, Topbka & Santa Fe Railway Oompant et dL 

Except as to 140 commodities, defendant complied with order of the Commission directing 
that rates from the Pacific Coast should not be higher to Denver than the Blissouri River, and 
later, pending further investigation, the number of articles Insisted upon as constituting excep- 
tions was reduced to 82. In this case it was held by the Commission in its previous report that 
defendants were warranted in charging a higher rate to Denver than to the Missouri River on 
sugar carried from the Pacific Coast, and it is now further held that defendants are Jostilled in 
maintaining rates from the Pacific Coast which are lower to Missouri River points than to Denver 
upon rice, hemp, baking powder, blankets, books, boot and shoe heels, chocolate, cocoa and 
extracts, but that as to all of the other commodities mentioned in this report the rate from 
Paoifio Coast points should not be higher to Denver than to points on the Missouri Kiver. 

As to tralfic other than the excepted commodities herein mentioned the general rule which 
has been laid down in this case is that in the making of these trans-continental rates Denver 
must receive the same treatment that is accorded to cities in the Middle West and Missouri River 
territory. It has not been held that rates between New York and San Francisco in either direc- 
tion must not be lower than at Denver, nor has the inherent reasonableness of the rates to 
Denver from any direction been considered. 01. C. C. Rep. 



Chables Roth 

v. 

The Tezab & Paoitic Railway Company. 

On submission by a railway company of Rhipper's claim for carload rating on a mixed carload 

of lemons and pineapples, it appeared that the tariff 'provided for mixed carloads of lemons and 
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'banaaas and of pineapples and bananas, and that pineapples might be mixed In a carload of 
an J other kind of irreen fruit except lemons or oranges. Held, that a matter submitted In this 
wajshoold be treated as* a case upon complaint and and answer; that the railway company 
should amend Its tariff so as to provide for mixed carloads of lemons and pineapples, and 
that It should make reparation to complainant for the excess charge abovA the carload rate U];>on 
the shipment In question. —0 1. 0. 0. Rep. 



Thx BnoKsn BnooT Compaht 

V. 

Thx Olxvxlahd. Otnoinhati, Ohioaoo & St. Louis Railway Oompart; Ths Bjlltimobx 
& Ohio Rulboad Company; Thx Norfolk A WiBTXBzr Railway Company; Thx Pxitn- 

8 YLYAHIA COMPANY ; AND TeHB PITTSBUBG, CiNOIITNATI, CHIOAOO A ST. LOUIB RAILWAY 

Company. 

Dedded December 2, 190B 

Before allowing a carload rating to a carload shipment a carrier is entitled to require that the 
goods shall be loaded at one time and place, that but a single bill of lading shall be issued, and 
that the shipment shall be from one consignor to one consignee, but when the goods are so loaded 
and by the terms of sale become the property of the consignee U];>on deliyery to the carrier, the 
carrier has no right to inquire whether the consignee obtained his title from one or seyeral owners ; 
and If it accords the carload rate in case the consignor is the o tv^ner, failure on Its part to extend 
the same privilege when the consignee is the owner, violates sections one, two and three of the act 
to regulate commerce. The rule in defendant's dassiflcation covering the application of carload 
rates to carload lots should be so modified as to accord the same rating to consignor and consignee 
when the condition of ownership after the property is delivered to the carrier is the same. 

Upon the question whether a carrier may distinguish between a forwarding agent and the 
actual owner of the goods no opinion is expressed. 9 1. C. C. Rep. 



W. H. H. MacLoon 

v. 

TThx Boston & Maink Railroad Company; The West Shorn Railroad Company; and 

The Wabash Railroad Company. 

Decided December 2, 1008. ' 

Complainant was charged a passenger fare from Boston, Maine, to JanesviUe, Wisconsin, 
which was 12 greater than the fare he had paid from JanesviUe to Boston. Heldt that this was 
not unjust discrimination and did not, of itself, render the higher rate unreasonable. 9 1. C. C. 
Rep. 



Samuel K. Behbend 

V. 

Washington Southern Railway Company; Richmond, Frederiokbbubg & Potomao 
Railroad Company; and Soothebn Railway Company. 

Decided December 2, 1908. 

Complainant was charged a through fare of 14. 65 from W. to M. passing through R. although 
the sum of the fares from W. to R. and from R. to M. was fifty cents less; but it appeared that 
the local fares to and from R. applied to and from different stations, and that the extra fifty 
cents covered a transfer charge. Held, that as the complainant was not subjected to unjuit dis- 
crimination and the reasonableness of the transfer charge was not attacked, the complaint must 
be dismissed. 91. C. C. Rep. 
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The C. 8. Bill Oompant 

V. 

Baltimore & Ohio Soitthwbstern Railroad Compaeit and Norfolk & Western Rail- 

ROAD Company. 

Decided December 2, 1908. 

The decision in the Buckeye Buggy Company t. Tfie Cleveland, CincinncUit Chicago d: SL 
Louie Railway Company, et al. , ante 020, applied and followed in the disposition of this c 
1. O. C. Rep. 



T^E Derr Manutacturing Company 

V. 

The PsNNPYLYANiA Railroad Company; the Baltimore &Ohto Railroad Company; the 

CHSaAPSAKE ik OHIO RAILWAY COMPANY, AND THE MeRCHANTH' & MiNERS' TRANSPORTA- 
TION Company. 

No. 642. 

Decided December 28, 1908. 

Whilethere are ezoeptionalinstancps requiring deviation from methods generally employed 
in constructing freight clarification, it is manifest that to require the separation and grading 
into different classes with varying rates different grades of the same articles of freight would 
greatly complicate the work and go far to defeat the very purpose of classification, and even 
then it would be impracticable to apportion with mathematical exactness the burdens of trans- 
portation ; the best result obtainable in this direction is reasonable and substantial approximation. 

A cheap grade of brush manufactured and sold by complainant as a blacking dauber Is not 
entitled, upon the facts to this case, to be classified lower than the class to which bristle brushes 
in general are assigned. 1. C. C. Rep. 



Digitized by 



Google 



OF THE UNITED STATES 
SUPREME COURT. 



Digitized by 



Google 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 359 



Opinions of the United States Supreme Court with Reference to 
Interference by State Authorities with Through Passenger 
Trains, and the Right of the State to Fix Rates on Freight 
Originating and Terminating Within the State, Although 
Passing Outside the Boundaries of the State in Transit. 



Cleyklakd. OiNoiNNxn, Ohioaoo & St. Louis Railwat Oompant, Plaintiff in error, 

V. 

Peopls or THE State of IiiLiifOTB ex rel. Thomab M. Jett. 

Interstate comraeroe— statute requiring passenger trains to stop at ooonty seat. 

The requirement that all regular passenger trains must stop at county seats, which is made 
by the Illinois act of March 21, 1874. section 2d, constitutes a direct burden upon interstate com- 
merce In Tiolation of the United States Constitution, so far, at least, as that statute requires 
through interstate passenger trains to stop at such stations when adequate train serviee has been 
provided for local traffic. 

[No. 198.] 
Argtted and submiUed March 16, 1900, Decided April 30^ 1900. 

In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois to review a decision' affirming a judg- 
ment awarding a mandamus to compel a railroad company to stop passenger trains at a county 
seat. Reversed. 

See same case below, 175111. 860, 51 N. B. 842. 

Statement by Mr. Justice Brown : 

This was a petition for a writ of mandamu^i filed in the circuit court for the county of Mont- 
gomery, by the state's attorney for that county, to compel the defendant railway company, 
which for several years past has operated, and is now operating, a railroad from St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, through the county of Montgomery and the city of Hillsboro, the county seat of such 
county, to Indianapolis, Indiana, to stop a regular passenger train designated as the * 'Knicker- 
bocker Special, " at the city of Hillsboro, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off passen- 
gers with safety. 

The petition was based upon stnstion 26 of an act of the General Assembly of Illinois, entitled 
* 'An Act in Relation to Fences and Operating Railroads, " approved March 21, 1874, which reads 
as follows: 

' *£very railroad corporation shall cause its passenger trains to stop upon its (their) arrival at 
each station advertised by such corporation as a place of receiving and discharging passengers 
upon and from such trains, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off such passengers with 
safety : Provided^ all regular passenger trains shall stop a sufficient length of time at the rail- 
road stations of county seats to receive and let off passengers with safety. " 

The answer of the ralroad company averred that the company furnished four regular pas- 
senger trains each way a day, passing through and stopping at Hillsboro, and that they amply 
accommodated the travel, and afforded every reasonable facility to such city ; that the Knicker- 
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bocker Special waa a train especially devoted to carrying Interstate transportation between the 
olty of St. Louis and the dty of New York ; that the travel between these cities had grown to sach. 
an extent that it had become necessary to pufc on a through fait train, which connected with 
other similar trains on the Lake Shore and New York Oentral roads, and that it was neoessary to 
put on this train because the trains theretofore run, none of which had ever been taken off.oould 
not, by reason of stopping at Hlllsboro and other similar stations, make the time neoessary for 
eastern connections, or carry passengers from St. Louis to New York within the time which the 
demands of business and interstate traffic required ; that the Knickerbocker Special is not a reg- 
ular passenger train for carrying passengers from one point to another in the State of Illinois, 
such traffic being amply provided for by other trains, and that the Knickerbocker Special is used 
exclusively for interstate traffic from and to points without the State of- Illinois ; that it is not 
sabject to regulation by the statute of Illinois providing that all trains shall stop at all county 
seats, and that to subject it to the statutes of the various states through which ic passes, requir- 
ing it to stop at county seats, would wholly destroy the usefulness of the train, and would impede 
and obstruct Interstate commerce, and that obedience to the statute in question would require it 
to abandon the train. 

A demurrer to this answer was sustained, and the defendant electing to stand upon it as a ftdl 
defense to the petition, a final judgment was rendered and a peremptory writ of mandamus 
awarded against the defendant . On appeal to the supreme court of the state this judgment was 
affirmed. Whereupon the railway company sued out a writ of errcir from this court. 

Messrs. John T. Dye and George F. McNulty /or plaintiff in error. 

Messrs. E. 0. Akin, 0. A. Hill and B. D. Monroe for defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Brown delivered the opinion of the court: 

Few classes of cases have become more common of recent years than those wherein the police 
power of the state over the vehicles of interstate commerce has been drawn in question. That 
such power exists and will be enforced, notw ithstanding the constitutional authority of Congreea 
to regulate such commerce, is evident from the large number of cases in which we have sustained 
the validity of local laws designed to secure the safety and comfort of passengers, employee, per- 
sons crossing railway tracks and adjacent property owners, as well as other regulations intended 
for the public good. 

We have recently applied this doctrine to state laws requiring locomotive engineers to be 
examined and licensed by the state authorities (Smith v. Alabama, I2i U. S. 465, 81 L. ed. 606, 
8 Sup. Ot. Bep. 664), requiring such engineers to be examined from time to time with respect to 
their abiUty to distinguish colors {Nashville, C. d: St. L. R. Co. v. Alabama, 123 U. S. 96. 82 L. 
ed. 852, 2 Inters. Com. Rep. 238, 9 Sup. Ot. Rep. 28), requiring telegraph companies to receive 
disiMttches and to transmit and deliver them with due diligence, as applied to messages from 
outside the state {Western U. Teleg. Co. v. James, 162 U. S. 650. 40 L. ed. 1105, 16 Sup. Ct. Bep. 
934), forbidding the running of freight trains on Sunday {Hennington v. Georgia, 168 U. S. 299, 
41 L. ed. 166, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1086), req airing railway companies to fix their rates annually for 
the transportation of passengers and freight, and also requiring them to post a printed copy of 
such rates at all their stations {Chicago <£r N. W. ^. Co. v. Fuller, 17 Wall. 580, 21 L. ed. 710), 
forbidding the consolidation of parallel or competing lincH of railway {Ijouisville £ N. R. Co. v. 
Kentucky, 161 U. S. 677, 40 L. ed. 849, 16 Sup. Ot. Rep. 714). regtdatiag the heating of passenger 
cars, and directing guards and guard posts to be placed on railroad bridges and trestles and the 
approaches thereto {New York, N. H. <fe H. R. Co. v. New York, 165 U. S. 628, 41 L. ed. 853, 17 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 418), providing that no contract shall exempt any railroad corporation from the 
liability of a common carrier or a carrier of passengers, which would have existed if no contract 
had been made {Chicago, M. d* St. P. R. Co. v. Solan, 169 U. 8. 188, 42 L. ed. 688, 18 Sup. Ct. 
Rep. 289), and declaring that when a common carrier accepts for transportation anything 
directed to a point of destination beyond the termination of his own line or route he ^all be 
deemed thereby to assume an obligation (Tor its safe carriage to such point of destination, unless, 
at the time of such acceptance, such carrier be released or exempted from such liability by con- 
tract in writing, signed by the owner or his agent {Richmond 6* A. R. Co. v. R. A. Patterson 
Tobacco Co., 160 U. S. 811, 42 L. ed. 759, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 885). In none of these cases was it 
thought that the regulations were unreasonable or operated in any just sense as a restriction 
upon interstate nommerre. 

But for the reason that these laws were considered unreasonable and to unnecessarily ham- 
per commerce between the states, we have felt ourselves constraiued in a large number of cases 
to express our disapproval of such as provided for taxing directly or indirectly the carrying on or 
the profits of interstate commerce. We have also held to be invalid a statute of Loultiana 
requiring those engaged in interstate commerce to give all persons u];>on public conveyanoes 
equal rights and privileges in all parts of the conve^ ance, without distinction or discrimination 
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on aocoant of race or color {Hall v. De Cuir, 96 U. 8. 486, S4 L. «d. 647), mother regnlating the 
ohargee of railway oompanles for pasBengers or freight between plaoes In different states 
(WdbOMK St, L, 6- P. R. Co v. IIUnoi», 118 (J. S. 667, 80 L. ed. 244, 1 Inters. Com. Rep 81, 7 
6ap. Ot. Rep. 4), another raqolring telegraph companies to deliver despatches bj mewenger to 
the person to whom the same are addressed, so far as thej attempted to regnlate the delivery of 
each despatches at plaoes sitnated In another state {W«9tem U. Teleg. Co. v. Pendleton, 122 U. 
a 817. SO L. ed. 1187, 1 Inters. Com. Rep. 806. 7 Sap. Ct. Rep. 1U»), and still another forbidding 
common carriers from bringing intoxicating Uquord into the state without being f ornished with 
a certificate that the consignee wa» anthorized to sell intoxicating llqnors in the county {Bow- 
man V. Chicago A N. W, R. Co., 126 U. 8. 466, 81 L. ed. 700, J Inters. Com. Rep. 828, 8 Sap. Ct- 
Rep. 689, 1062). 

Several acts tn pari materia with the one onder consideration have been before this court 
«nd have been approved or disapproved as they have seemed reasonable or unreasonable, or 
bore more or leas heavily upon the power of railways to regulate their trains in the respective 
and sometimes conflicting interests of local and through traffic. In the earliest of these cases 
{lUinoU O. R. Co. v. lUinoU, 168 C S. 142, 41 L. ed. 107, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1096), the very statute 
of Illinois under consideration in this case, as construed and applied by the supreme court of 
that state, was held to be an unreasonable restriction upon the interstate traffic, in requiring a 
fast mail train from Chicago to places south of the Ohio river, over an interstate highway e-tab- 
li<«hed by authority of Congress, to delay the tranft];>ortation of its interstate passengers and 
United Statea mail by turning aside from its direct route and running to a station (Cairo) three 
«nd a half miles away from a point on that rou e, and back again to the same point, before pro- 
oeeding on its way; and to do this for the purpose of discharging and receiving passengers at 
that station, for whom the railroad furnished other and ample accommodation. Said Mr .Justice 
Gray : * The state may doubtless compel the railroad company to perform the duty imposed by 
Its charter of carnring passengers and goods between its termini within the state. But so long, 
«t least, as that duty is adequately performed by the company, the state cannot, under the guise 
of compelling its performance, interfere with the performance of paramount duties to which the 
company has been subjected by the Constitution and laws of the United States. *' 

Upon the contrary, in Oladson v. Minnesota, 166 U. S. 427, 41 L. ed. 1064. 17 Sup. Ct. Rep. 
627, a state statute requiring every railroad to stop all its re^nilar rassenger trains running wholly 
within the state at its stations in all county seats long enough to take on and discharge passengers 
with safety was held to be a reasonable exercise of the police power of the state, even as applied 
to a train connecting with a train of the same company running into another state, and carrying 
some interstate passengers as well as the malL The case was distinguished from that of the 
lUinoie C. R. Co. v. Illinois in the fact that the train in question ran wholly within the state of 
Minnesota, and could have stopped at the county seats without deviating from its course; and 
that the statute of Minnesota expressly provided that the act should not apply to through trains 
entering the state from any other state, or to transcontinental trains of any railroad. Speaking 
of police regulations for the government of railroads while operating roads within the jurisdiction 
of the state, it was said that * *they are not in themselves regulations of interstate commerce ; and 
It is only when they operate a^ such in the circumstances of their application and conflict with 
thA express or presumed will of Congress exerted upon the same subject, that they can be required 
to give way to the paramount authority of the Constitution of the United States. " The railroad 
In this case was treated as a purely domestic corporation, notwithstanding it connected, as most 
railroads do, with railroads in other states. 

In the most recent case upon this subject (Lake Shore dk M. S. R. Co. v. Ohio, 178 U. S. 286, 
43 L. ed. 702, 19 Sup. Ct. Rep. 465), a statute of Ohio providing that every railroad company 
should cause three of its regular trains carrying passengers, if so many are run dally, Sundays 
-excepted, to stop at a station, city or village containing over 8, 000 Inhabitants, for a time suffi- 
cient to receive and let off psssengers, was held to be, in the absence of legislation by Congress 
upon the subject, consistent with the Constitution of the United States, when applied to trains 
engaged in interstate commerce through the state of Ohio. In delivering the (pinion of the court 
Mr. Justice Harlan observed : * 'The statute does not stand in the way of the railroad company 
running as many trains as it may choose between Chicago end Buffalo without stopping at inter- 
mediate points, or only at very iarge cities on the route, if in the contingency named in the 
iitatute the required number of trains stop at each place containing 8, 000 inhabitants long'enough 
to receive and let off passengers. It seems from the evidence that the average time required to 
stop a train and receive and let off passengers is only three minutes. Certainly the state of Ohio 
did not endow the plaintiff in error with the rights of a corporation for the purpose simply of 
subserving the conveniences of passengers traveling through the state between points outside of 
its territory. • • • It was for the state to take into consideration all the circumstances affect- 
ing passenger travel within its limits, and as far as practicable make such regulations as were 
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ivuKt to all who might paM over the rood in qnestion. It was entitled, of oonne, to provide for 
the oonveaienoe of persons desiring to trsTel from one point to another in the state on domestie 
trains. Bat it was not bound to ignore the oonrenienoe of those who desired to travel trouk 
places in the Ptate to places beyond its limits, or the convenienoe of those ontalde of the state wbo- 
wished to oome into it. Its st«tate is in aid of interstate oommeroe of that eharaeter. It waa 
not compelled to look only to the convenience of those who wished to pass through the state with- 
out stopping. " This oase is readily distinguishable from the one under consideratioa, in the fact 
that the statute of Ohio required only that three regular passenger trains should stop at every 
station containing 8, 000 inhabitants, leaving the company at liberty to run as many throui^ paa- 
eenger trains exceeding three jurt day as it chose, without restriction as to stopping at partieular 
stations. In other words, it left open the loophole which the statute of Illinois has effectually 
dosed. 

The question broadly prenented in this case is this : Whether a state statute is valid whi^. 
requires every passenger train, regardless of the number of such trains passing each way daily 
and of the character of the traffic carried by them, to stop at every county seat through which. 
such trains may pass by day or night, and regardless also of the tmst whether another train design 
nated especially for local traffic may stop at the same station within a few minutes before or after 
the arrival of the train in question . 

The demurrer to the answer admits that the railway company furnishes a suffldent number 
of regular passenger trains (four each way a day), to aooommodate all the local and throng 
business along the line of the road, and that all of such trains stop at Hillsboro ; that none of such 
trains have been taken off, and all of which ran prior to the putting on of the Knickerboeker 
Special still run and still stop at Hillsboro, and that they furnish ample and sufficient aocom- 
modation to all persons desiring to travel to and from that place; that the Knickerbocker Special 
wfua put on in re«ponse to an urgent demand on the part of the through traveling public from St. 
Louis to New York, and that it was necessary, ad the pawenger trains theretofore used could not, 
by reason of stopping at way stations, make the time required for eastern connections, and if 
compelled to stop at county seats the company will be compelled to abandon the train, to the great 
damage of the traveling public and to the railway company. 

It is evident that the power attempted to be exercised under this statute would operate as a. 
serious restriction upon the speed of the trains engaged in Interstate traffic, and might, In some 
cases, render it impossible for trunk lines running through the state of Illinois to compete with 
other lines running through states in which no such restrictions were applied. If such passenger 
trains may be compelled to stop at county seats it is difficult to see why the legislature may not 
compel them to stop at every station,— « requirement which would be practically destructive of 
through travel, where there were competing lines unhampered by such regulations. While, as we 
held in the Lcike Shore due, railways are bound to provide primarily and adequately for tho 
accommodation of those to whom they are directly tributary, and who not only have granted to 
them their franchise, but who may have contributed largely to the construction of the road, they 
are bound to do more than this, and may then provide special facilities for the accommodation of 
through traffic. We are not obliged to shut our eyes to the fact that competition among rail- 
ways for through passenger traffic had become very spirited, and we think they have a right to 
demand that they shall not be unnecessarily hampered in their efforts to obtain a share of snch 
traffic It is evident, however, that neither the greater safety of their tracks, the superior com- 
fort of their coaches or sleeping berths, or the excellence of their tables would insure them such 
share If they were unable to compete with their rivals in the matter of time. 1 he great efforts of 
modem engineering have been directed to combining safety with the greatest possible speed in 
transpcrtatlon, both by land and water. The public demand this; the railway and steamship- 
companies are anxious In their own interests to furnish It, and local legislation ought not to stand 
in the way of it. 

With no disposition whatever to vary or qualify the case above dted, ndther the conduslona 
of the court nor the tenor of the opinions are opposed to the prindple we hold to in this case, that, 
after all local conditions have been adequately met, railways have the legal right to adopt special 
provisions for through traffic, and legislative interference therewith Is unreasonable, and an 
infringement upon that provision of the Ck>nstitutlon which we have held requires that commerce 
between the states shall be free and unobstructed. 

While the statute in question is operative only in the state of Illinois, it is obnoxious to the 
criticism made of the Louisiana statute in Hall v. De Cuir, 96 U. 8. 485, 24 L. ed. 547, that **whllfr 
it purports only to control the carrier when engaged within the state, it must necessarily influence 
his conduct, to some extent, in the management of his butiness throughout his entire voyage. 
* * • If each state was at liberty to regulate the conduct of carriers while within its Jurisdic- 
tion, the confusion likely to follow could not but be productive of great inconvenience and unneces- 
sary hardship. Bach state could provide for its own passengers and regulate the transportation 
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of Iti own freight regardleu of the Interestt of others . " The distinction between this statute and 
re^nlstions rsqnirtng pMsenger trains to stop at railroad crossings and drawbridges, and to 
reduce the speed of trains when ronning through crowded thoroughfares; reqairing its tracks to 
be fenced, and a ball and whistle to be attached to each engine, signal lights to be carried at night, 
and tariff and time tables to be posted at proper places, and other similar requirements contribut- 
ing to the safet J, comfort, and oonyenlence of their patrons, —is too obvious to require discussion. 
Hailroad CommUgion C<ue9, 110 (J. 8. 807, 884, sub nom. 8Ume v. Farmer^* Lottn <f; 2*. Co. 29 L. 
ed. 088, 645, 6 Sup Ct. Rep. 884, b88, 1191. 

We are of opinion thac the act in question is a direct burden upon interstate commerce, and 
the Judgment of the mpreme eourt of the state of lUinoU must there/ore be reversed, and the case 
remanded to that court for further proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. 

Mr. Justice Brewer and Mr. Justice Shiras concurring: 

We concur in this Judgment on the proposition that the act of the legislature of Illinois, 
whether reasonable or unreasonable, wise or foolish. Is, as applied to the facte of this case, an 
attempt b7 the state to directly regulate interstate commerce, and, as such attempt, is beyond 
the power of the state. 



Fklix M. Hanlet et al., Mxmbxbs or the Raiuioxd Commibsiom or Arkansas, Appellants, 

V. 
EA5BAS CiTr SOTTTHXBN RAIIiWA.T COIIPA.NT. 

Argued and submitted December 18, I90g; (SS Sup. Ct. Rep. 21U) decided January 5, 2905. 

Interstate Commerce -btate Regulation of Railroad Rate»-PoinU within State— Shipment over 

Route Partly outside State. 

The Railroad Commission of Arkansss cannot without violating the commer'>e clause of the 
Federal Ooastitution, fix and enforce rates for the continuous transportation of goods between 
two points within the State of Arkansas, where a large part of the route is outside of the State, 
through the Indian Territory or Texas. 

Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Arkansas to 
review a decree for plaintiff in a suit to enjoin the Railroad Commissioners of Arkanitas from 
fljing and enforcing rallrosd rates. Affirmed. 

See same case below, 100 Fed. 863. 

The facts are stated In the opinion. 

Mr. Charles B. Warner and Messrs. Winchester & Martin for appellants. 

Messrs. Gardiner Lathrop, Thomas R. Morrow, James B. Read, and Max Pam for appellee. 

Mb. Jubticb Holmxs delivered the opinion of the eourt : 

This is a bill in equity brought in the circuit court by a railway company incorporated under 
the laws of Missouri, against the Railroad Commissioners of Arkanras, seeking an injunction 
against their fixing and enforcing certain rates, as we shall explain. The bill was demurred to 
for want of equity, the demurrer was overruled, and a decree was entered for the plaintiff. The 
defendants bring the case here by appeal. 

The plaintiff owns a road running through several states and territories. The rood after 
leaving Missouri runs for twenty-eight miles and a fraction through Arkansas to the dividing line 
between that State and Indian Territory, then nearly 128 miles In the territory, and then over 
117 miles in Arkansas, again, to Texas. There is also a branch line running from Fort Smith, in 
Arkansas, to Splro, in the Indian Territory, about a mile of which is in the State and fifteen in 
the territory, and there are other branches. Goods were shipped from Fort Smith by way of 
Splro and the road in Indian Territory to Qrannls, in Arkansas, on a through bill of lading, the 
total distance being a little more than fifty-two miles in Arkansss and nearly sixty-four in the 
Indian Territory. For this the railroad company charged a stun In excess of the rate fixed by the 
railroad commissioners, and was summoned before them under the State law. The commission- 
ers decided thst the company was liable to a penalty under the State statute, assert their right 
to fix rates for continuous transportation between two points in Arkansas, even when a large 
part of the route is outside the State through the Indian Territory or Texas, and intend to enforce 
compliance with these rates. The only question argued, and the only one that we shall discuss, 
is whether the action of the commissioners is within the power of a State, or whether it Is bad ss 
interfering with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes. 

Smyth V. Ames, 189 U. S. 466, 517, 42 L. Ed. 819. 888, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 418. 



Digitized by 



Google 



864 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

It may be aaBumed that this ];>ower of Congress over oommeroe between Arkanras and th« 
Indian Territory is not less than its ];>ower over commerce among the States {Stoutenhurgh v. 
Hennick, 129 U. 8. 141, 82 L. Bd, 087, Sup. Ct. Rep., 266), and the distinction hardly is 
important, since the appellants are asserting similar authority where the loop beyond the 8tat« 
boundary runs through Texas. We may as well add, in this conneotion, that the present railroad 
gets the authority for its line In the Indian Territory through a predecessor in title, from an act 
of Congress of 1886, chapter 169, 27 Stat, at L., 487, and that, by that act, Congresb * ^reserves the 
right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on said railroad • • • until a State goT- 
emment sball be authorized to -fix and regulate the oosc,'* etc. ; **but Congress expressly 
reserves the right to fix and regulate, at all times, the cost of such transportation by said railroad 
or said company whenever such transportation shall extend from one State Into another, or shall 
extend into more than one State. " 

It may be assumed further, as implied by the language Just quoted, that the transport atioa 
in the present case was commerce. See also the act of February 4, 1887, Chap. 104 i>ec. 1, 24 Stat, 
at L. 879 (U. 8. Comp. Stat. 1901, p. 8164); Oloueeater Ferry Co. v. F^n. 114 U. S. 196, 808, 29 L. 
Ed. 168, 161, 1 Inters. C. Rep. 882, 6 Sup. Ct. Rep. 826 and Wabash St. L. & P. K Co. v. Illinals, 
118 U. S. 657, SOL. Bd. 244, 1 Intert. Com. Rep. 81, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep. 4. Traosportation for others, 
as an independent business, is commerce, irrespective of the purpose to sell or retain the goods 
which the owner may entertain with regard to them after they shall have been delivered 

The trans];>ortation of these goods certainly went outside of Arkansas, and we are of the 
opinion that in its aspect of commerce it was not confined within the State. Suppose that the 
Indian Territory were a state, and should try to regulate such traffic, what would stop it? 
Certainly not the fiction that the commerce was confined to Arkansas ; if it could not interfere the 
only reason would be that this was commerce among the states. But if this commerce would have 
that character as against the state supposed to have been formed out of the Indian territory, it 
would have it equally as against the State of Arkansas. If one could not regulate it the other 
could not. 

No one contends that the regulation could be split up according to the Jurisdiction of state or 
territory over the tract, or that both state and territory may regulate the whole rate. There can 
be but one rate, fixed by one authority, whether that authority be Arkansas or Congress. Wctbcuh 
St. L. dkP. R.Co. V. nUnoU, 118 U. S. 657, 80 L. Ed. 244, 1 Interst. Com. Rep. 81, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep. 4; 
CovingUm A C. Bridge Co, v. Kentucky, 154 U. 8. 204, 8 L. Ed. 962, 4 Interst. Com. Rep. 649. 
14 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1067; Hall v. DeCuir, 05 U. S. 486, 24L.Bd. 647. But it would be more logical to 
alio w a dl\i8io]i according to the jurisdiction over the tract than to declare that the subject for 
regulation is indivisible, yet that the indivisibility does not depend upon the commerce, being 
under the authority of congress, but upon a fiction which attributes it wholly to Arkansas, although 
the fiction is quite beyond the power of Arkansas to enforce. 

It is decided that navigation on the high seas between ports of the same State is subject to 
regulation by congress (Lord v. GoodallN. A P, 8. S. Co. 102 U. 8. 641, 26 L. Ed. 224;, and is 
not subject by the State iPaeific Coa»t 8. 8. Co. v. Railroad Commi98ioner8, 9Sawy.263, 18 t^ed. 
Rep. 10) ; and, although it is argued that these decisions are not conclusive, the reason given by 
Mr. Justice Field for his decision in the last cited case disposes equally of the case at bar. ' * To 
bring the transportation within the control of the State, as part of the domestic commerce, the 
subject transported must be within the entire voyage under the exclu^ve jurisdiction of the 
State. " 9 Sawy . 258, 18 Fed. Rep. 18. Decisions in point are State ex rel. Railroad Warehottee Com. 
V. Chicago, 8t. P.. itf. dk O. R. Co., 40 Minn. 287, 8 L. R. A. 238, 2 Interest. Cod. Rep. 619, 41 
N. W. Rep. 1047; Sternberger v. Cape Fear df Y. Valley R. Co., 29 8. 0. 610, 2 L. R. A. 106, 7 
8. E. Rep. 886. See also Afilk Prorucer'e Protective Assn. v. Delaware, L. dt W. R. Co. , 7 
Interst. Com. Rep. 92, 160. 161. 

There are some later State decisions contrary to those last cited. Campbell v. Chicago, if. 
<k 8t. F. R. Co. , 86 Iowa, 587, 17 L. R. A. 448, 4 Interst. Com. Rep. 403, 63 N. W. 861 ; Seawell v. 
Kansas City, Ft. 8. A M. R. Co. , 119 Mo. 222, 5 Inters. Com. Rep. 262, 21 8. W. 1002; State ex reL 
Railroad Comrs. v Western Union Teleg. Co., 113 N. C. 218. 23 L. R. A. 670, 18 8. B. 889. But 
these decisions were made simply out of deference to conclusions drawn from Lehigh VaUey R, 
Co. V. Pennsylvania, 145 U. 8. 192. 39 L. Ed. 672, 4 Inters. Com. Rep. 87, 12 Sup. Rep. Ct. 806, 
and we are of the opinion i hat they carry their conoloslonf too far. That was the case of a tax, 
and was distinguished expressly from an attempt by a state directly to regulate the transpor- 
tation while outside its borders. 145 U. 8. 204, 86 L. Bd. 676, 4 Inters. Com. Rep. 91, 12 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 809. And although it was intimated that, for the purposes before the court to some 
extent commerce by transportation might have its character fixed by the relation between the 
two ends of the transit, the intimation was carefully confined to those purposes. Moreover, the 
tax * *was determined in respect of receipts for the proportion of the transportation within the 
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State." 146 U. S.201, 38L. Bl. 67S, 4 Inten. Oom. Rep. 90. 12 Sap. Ct. Rep. 806. Sooh a pro- 
portioned tax had been aastained in the case of commerce admitted to be interstate. Afaine v. 
Orand Trunk R. Co., 112 U. S. 217, SSL. Bd. 904, S Inters. Com. Rep. 807, 12 Sup. Ct. Rep. 121. 
163. Whereas it is deoided, a^ we have said, that when a rate is eitabllshed, it mast be estab- 
lished as a whole. 

We are of the opinion that the language which we have quoted from Mr. Justice Field is cor- 
rect, and that the decree of the circuit court should be affirmed. 

Decree affirmed. 
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Abnold's Pabk, dtlzensof, y. C, M. &St. P B'yCo., application for eleyator site 262 

Abthub, S. T. Churchill, y. C. «N.-W. B'yCo., drainage S08 

Amets AND Liabilities, current 76, 79 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fb, officers, mileage and directors 140 

Attobnet-Qenebal MuiiLAN, Opinion of with reference to duty of railway company to re- 
ceiye and forward freight 266 

Attrtim Minn., L. B. Hanna, postal clerk, y. I. C. B'yCo., conditionof engine No. 40 813 

Austin, S. L. , Sutherland, y. C. & N. • W. B'y Co. , dtation at Waterman siding 227 

Automatic Couplbbs, cars equipped with 96, 99 

AUTOMATIC COUPLBBS AND TBAIN BBAKE8, 1878-1908, 11 

ArBSHiBE, G. Barfoot, y. C, B. I. & P. B'yCo., confiscation of coal 277 

AYB8HIBE, P. E. Malla, y. C, B. I. & P. B'yCo., loss in transit 289 

BAGGAGE FACILITIES at Lainsyille on C, M. &St. P. B'y 821 
Baolet, Ewer Bros., y C, M. & St. P. B'yCo., drainage 804 

Babpoot. G., Ayrshire, y C, B. I. & P. B'y Co. , confiscation of coal 277 

Babnett, K D., Linden, y. C , M. &8t. P. B'yCo. undergrade f^rm crossing 260 

Babtholow. J. N., Urbana, III., y. M. & St. L. B. Co., condition of undergrade farm 

crossing 814 

Batten, Daniel. Lucas, y. C, B. &Q. B. Co., loss in transit '284 

Bbabd, J. B., Oto, y. C. M. & St P. B'yCo.. faUure to transfer freight 290 

Beck, W.J. B, Ft. Madison, y. St. L., K. & N. W. ByCo., drainage 298 

Bbloit, dtlzensof, y. C, M. & St. P. B'yCo. telegraph facilities 807 

(367) 
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BsKTONSPOBT, J. E. St evens V. C, R. I. & P. B'yCo., overcharge 81& 

BxBLiN, J. F. Q. Cole V. C. G. W. R'yOo , condition of farm crossing .274 

Bkrrt Seed Oo. v. O. & N.-W. R'y Co., refusal to receive and forward freight 26a 

Berwick, 0. T. Manbeck, trustee, v. D. M., I. F. &N. R'y Co., over head highway crossing 247 

Biggins, J. P., Zwinglev. C, M. &St. PaolR'yCo., loading cars at Sylvia switch 27S 

BiGLBR, Louis E., Wadena, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., telegraph facilities Z12 

Binklet, H. B.. Cherokee, v. 111. Cent. R. Co., unjust discrimination 25& 

BiiAOK Hawk Oountt, D. &S. C. R'y Co. v. Jesse L. Hogle, et al., condemnation proceed- 
ings 267 

Blakelt. a. J., Grinnell, v. I. C. R'y Co., farm crossing.... - 240 

Blencob, Joseph Why te, et al. , v. C. & N. -W. R'y Co. , application for elevator site 208 

Blockading Street Crossing, Homaday, J. N., Unionville, v. C, R. I. AP 330 

Wickersham, T. G. , Capron, V. C. G. W 820 

Block Stbtem, The, on Iowa railroads 9 

Bloomfibld, W. J. Steckelv. C, R f. &P. R'y Co., failure to fiirnLsh cars 822 • 

Board of Trustees, Buckingham Twp. , Tamn county, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., drainage.. 306 

Bon AIR, station facilities at, on C , M. & St. P 299 

Bonds 18, 19, 20, 21,22, 23. 24. 2& 

BoONB CouNTT, condemnation proceedings by N . & N. -W. R. Co 195- 

BoTLAN, Thos. H., appointed general clerk 12 

Branch Line Service, management of stub train between Tara and Fort Dodge on C. , R. 

L &P 276 

Brewer & Co., G. W., Hamilton, v. C, B. &Q. R. Co., etal., loss in transit 280 

Bridge Line, improper operation of, Mitchell, W. H., Sioux City, v. W. &. S. F. R'y 2S& 

Bridges 92 

Brighton, J. W. Swisher v.' I. C. R'y Co., condition of stock yards 291 

Brooklyn, H. C. Light &Co. v. C, R. L & P. R'y Co., delay in shipment 278 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. III. Cent. R. Co., failure to furnish oars 288> 

Bulletins, train, in passenger depots, posting of 242 

Buckingham Twp., Trustees of, v. C. &N -W. R'y Co., drainage 806> 

Buck, R. A. Mayor, State Center, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., dangerous street crossing 251 

CALIFORNIA JUNCTION, California Grain & L. Co., v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co.. petition 
for side track.. 247 

California Grain & L. Co., California Jet., v. C. & N -W. R'y Co., petition for sidetrack 247 

Calliope, Johnson Bros. , v. C, M. &St. P. R'y Co. abandonment of station 24ft 

Cambridge, interlocker at 204 

Cambridge, interlocker at 208 

Capital Stock, table of 15, 16 

Capron, Interlocker at . . 205 

Capron, T. G. Wickersham, V. C. G. W. R'y Co 320 

Carnforth, E. E. Hudnutt, etal., v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., union depot and opening of high- 
way 278 

Carpenters, number and compensation 87 

Cars, number of 96- 99 

Cars, number of in trains, average, Iowa 107 

Entire line J15 

Cars IN Companies' Service 98- 99 

Cars, number of, on Iowa railroads 1878-190S, 11 

Carson, R. B., etal., Moulton, v. C, B. &Q. R. Co., removal of division headquarters. — 874 

Cartwright, N.B., Wyman, v. B. & W. R'y Co., conditions in lea^e for site 248 

Cases closed during the year 195-228 

Casbt, Hiram Johnson, chm. , v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., overhead highway crossing 241 

Cash Valur, actual present, of railroads 29 

CATTI.E Guard at farm crossings— see Crossing, Farm. 

Cattle Guards, number of 98 

Cedar Rapids SUPPLV Co., Cedar Rapids, v. C, B. &Q. R. Co., demurrage charge 296 

Changing Name OF Station, Powers, H. P., Mouiton, v. 111. Central, two stations by same 

name 270 

Chequsst, S.J. Haney V. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., overcharge 297 

Chbrokeb, H. K Binkley v. 111. Cent. R. Co., unjust discrimination 258 

Chicago, Burlington & Quinct Railroad Co. , officers, mileage and directors 14a 



Digitized by 



Google 



INDEX. 369 

Page 
Chicago, Bubukgton & QuTRor Railwat Coi ▼. Aetna Life Ins. Oo. , et aL , oondemnaUon 

proceedings 197 

Chicago, Burlmoton & Quihct Raii^wat Co. v. Wm. Shapcatt, et al., oondemnatlon pro- 
ceedings 196 

Cbtoaoo Gbsat Wkstxbk Railway Oo. , mileage, officers and directors 148 

Chicago, Iowa 3b Dakota Railway Co. , mileage, officers and directors 161 

Chicago, Milwavkxe & St. Paul R' y Oo. , mileage, officers and directors Iffil 

Chicago & North- Wsbtbbn R' y Oo . , mileage, officers and directors 167 

Chicago, Rock I8l.and & PACirio R' y Co. , mileage, officers and directors 166 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific R'y Oo. , ▼. Frazeyetal., condemnation proceedings... . 840 

Chicago, St. Paul, Miiirkapolib & Omaha R'y Oo. , mileage, officers and directors 168 

Churchilu S. T., Art hnr, y. 0. and N.-W. R'y Oo., drainage 8ue 

Churchill, B. K, Bojal. v. Ill Cent. R. Co., loss in transit 316 

CLAfifinriCATioN Amrndmkrt No. 4 to Iowa clasFlflcatlon No. 12 216, 219 

Olarirda, a. a. Berrj Seed Co., ▼. 0. & N.-W. R'y Co., refusal to receiye and forward 

freight 268 

OOLR, J. F. G., Berlin, v. 0. G. W. R'yCa, condition of farm crossing 874 

OouTAZ Northern R'Y Co. , mileage, officers and directors 169 

Collins, Dewell Lumber Oo. , v. C, M. &St. P. R'y Oo. , site for ocal house 819 

CoLrMRUS JUNCTiO!r, S. H. Duncan v. O. , R I & P. R'y Co , condition of culvert 82T 

Complaints Betorr the Board 196 

Increase in number of 9 

COMMiflSlOiiERS ▼. 0. G. W. R'y Co. , drainage 288 

COMMI86IORER8 V. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Oo. , stub train service between Fort Dodge and Tara . . S76 

CoMMiasiONRRS y. 0. &N.-W. R'y Co., etal., train connections at Alton 280 

COMMI88IONRR8 ▼. lowa Llnes, train bulletinB in passenger depots 242 

COMM1S8IONRR8 y. M. & St. L., etsL, rates on soft coal from Des Moines 290 

Comparative Statistics, 1878>l90e 10, 11, 12 

Compilations OE Iowa Railroad Returns 16-129 

Condemnation Proceedings: 

C, B. &Q. R'y, in Mills county 196 

C. , B. & Q. R'y Oa , in Montgomery county 197 

C, R.I. &P. R'y, in Louisa and Washington counties 240 

D. AQ. 0. R R., for land in Hardin county 298 

D. &S. O. V. Hogle, et al 2W 

M. C. &Ft. D. R'y Co., in Fayette county 199, 200 

M. 0. & Ft. D. , In Pottawattamie county 196 

M. 0. &Ft. D., at Oelwein 807 

N. &N.-W, R. R. Co., In Boone county 196 

N. & N.-W. R.R. Co., in Story county 200 

CoNDRN. W. A., Ellsworth, v. O. G. W. R'y Co., loss in transit 896 

Condition or Railway Companies 8 

Conductors, number and compensation 86 

CONPiscATiON OF Coal BY Railway Company, BarfootG., Ayrshire, v. C, R. L &P .... 277 

CONNABLSS, B. B. Sargent, etal., v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co.. station faoilltiea 296 

Convention OF Railroad CoMMiBSioNERS, annual 6 

Corning, Irvin F. Wright, v. C. , B. & Q. R'y Co. , insufficient number of trainmen 299 

Cost OF Road AND Bquipmenp 28 

Council Bluffs, condemnation proceedings by M. C. & Ft. D. R. Co 105 

Council Bluffs, Pioneer Implement Co. , v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , discrimination in rates. 827 

CouPLiNO Oab4, accidents to employes resulting from 1878-1903, 11 

Crooked Creek R. R. &CoalCo., mileage, officers and directors 170 

Cro$)8IN09, farm, number of 93 

Amundsen, L. O., Radcliflf, v. C. & N.-W., open 268 

Arnold, Q. P. Garden Grove, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 810 

Barnett, E. D., Linden, v. C, M. &8t. P., undergrade 280 

Bartholow, J. M., Rembrandt, v. M. & St. L 814 

Blakely, A. J., Grlnnell, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 240 

Cole, J. F. G., Berlin, v. O. G. W., condition of 274 

Duncan, S. H., Columbus Junction, v. C, R. I. &P., condition of undergrade 827 

Frederickson, J. P., Ruthven, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 816 

24 



Digitized by VjOOQ IC 



370 INDEX. 

GBOflSiNOS, Farm— Continued. Pftge 

Gk>n8etto, L. H., Bast Pern, v. 0. G. W., establishment of S27 

Harris, J. S., New Market, ▼. K. & W , undergrade 820 

Hajnes, S., Onmmlngs, v. C. O. W., condition of undergrade 295 

Helxner & Gortner, Meohanlcsvllle, v.O. &N.-W., blooldngof 817 

Helphrey, L. B., Newton, v. N. & N.-W., undergrade 814 

Jaoobson, K. J., Pickering, v. Iowa Central, overhead 821 

Jamison, ▲. F., Lohrrllle, v. M. G. & Ft. O., undergrade 2m 

Johnson, Wm S., Ames, v. G. &N.-W., undergrade 245 

Keller, B. F., Knowlton, v. C. O. W., condition of 296 

Lang, D. R., Levey, v. G., R. I. &P.. at grade 808 

Long, F. H., Manning, V. M. G. & Ft. D 214 

Loop, H. D., Traer, v. G. &N.-W., open 281 

McGlelland, G., Des Moines, v. Inter Urban R*7 Go 88S 

Maxwell, Isaac, Indianola, v. G., B. & Q. , undergrade 290 

Mercer, F. M., Victor, v. C, R. I. & P., condition of undergrade 897 

O'Brien, P. M., Letts, v. C, M. &St. P , undergrade 286 

Palmer, John, Knowlton, v. G. G. W., improper drainage 825 

Root, GharlesE., v. B., G. R. &N., cattle guard 211 

Scott, M. v., Mechanlcsville. v. G. &N.-W 290 

Stoner, M. D., lowaGlty, v. G., B. L G. & 8 , undergrade, 818 

Trout, B. B., Reasoner, v. G., R. I. &P., undergrade 828 

VanDomselaar, M., Pella, v. G., R. I. & P., undergrade 282 

GB08STNCW, highway and farm, recommendations concerning 4 

Gbosbiitos, highway, numberof '. 98 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, v. B., G. R. AN., dangerous 225 

Brickson, Brick, Pickering, v. Iowa Gentral, cattle guards 288 

Gambell. W. G., Slgoumey, v. G., R. I. & P. , condition of overhead 810 

Harlan, O. F., Richland, v. G., M. &St. P., condition of undergrade 80S 

HiUyard, P., Mew London, V. G., B. &Q., overhead MI 

Hudnutt, B. B., etaL, Gamforth, v. G. &N.-W 278 

Johnson, Hiram, Gasey, v. G., R. I. ftP., overhead 241 

Manbeck, G. T., Berwick, v. D. M., L F. AN., overhead 247 

Miles, J. B., etal.. New Boston, v. ▲., T. &St. F., undergrade 802 

Paul, T. H., Wyoming, v. G., M. &St. P.. condition of 296 

Rolfes, Herman, Neola, v. Ft. D., &0., dangerous 801 

Wilson, N. B., Linn Junction, v. G., M. &St.P., dangerous 220 

Cbossino, street, Adam, W. G , Blma, v. G. G. W., condition of undergrade 20i 

Back, R. A., State Genter, v. G. &N.-W., dangerous street crossing 251 

New Sharon, town of, v. Iowa Gentral, improper condition of 268 

Sherrick, James M., etal., Groton, v. G., R. I. &P 270 

Tomlinson, I. H., Albia, v. Iowa Gentral, etal., condition of 200 

Tyler, Samuel, Des Moines, v. G., R. L & P. 257 

GB088I1709, railroai, number of 98 

Gboton, James M. Sherrick, etal , v G., R. I. &P. R*yGo., street crossing 270 

GUMMINOS, citizensof, v. C. G. W. B'yGo., relocation of depot 258 

Gttmminos, S. Haynee, v. G. G. W. R'yGo., condition of undergrade farm crossing 296 

Gtjbbkrt AssKTS And Liabilities 7C- 79 

DALB, A. S., Scarville, v. C. &N.-W. R'yGo., drainage 822 

Dallas Gentbb, Robert Whitaker v. Waba«h R. Go., et al. , failure to furnish cars.. . 290 

Dammbibb, Henbt, Newton, v. N. &N.-W. R Go., drainage 824 

Davbnpobt, Rock Island & N. W. R'yGo., mileage, officers and directors 171 

Dawson, Edw. A., re-elected commissioner 12 

Debt 18, 19, 2a 81, 28, 28, 24 

Decisions or GoMMissioNEBS ^106 

DErioiT And SUBPLUS, Iowa 83 

Entireline 37 

Dblat IN Shipment, Barfoot, G., Ayrshire, v. G., R I. &P 277 

Light, H.C. &Go., Brooklyn, v. G.. R. L &P 278 

McAuley Lumber Go., Osceola, v. G. , B. &Q. , in coal shipment 277 

Pattee, Gharles, Pocahontas, v. G., K. I. &P., in coal shipment 280 

Southall, Wm. & Sons, Plerson, v. C. &N.-W 277 
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Page 

DSMUBRAOB, Cedar Rapids Sapply Oo. v. C, B. & Q 8M 

Slagle, F. M. &Oo., AltoD, v. 111. Central, ear of ooal 288 

Dunns, J. B., Traer, v. B., C. B. &N. R'yOo., dangerona highway orowing 226 

DxPOT, relocation of— see SUUion. 

DkHoirbb, B. W. HiUweg, v. C, M. & St. P. R'yCo., train oonneotion 800 

Dk MoiiraB, Iowa Falls & Northern R. R. Co., mileage, officers and directors 172 

D«B MoiNXS, O. M( Clelland, V. Inter Urban R*7 Co. , farm crossing 268 

Dm ICoiNSB, Samnel Tyler, ▼. C. , R. I. & P. R'j Co., et al. , opening 87th street. 207 

Das MoiKxs Union R*T Co., mileage, officers and directors 178 

DxB ICoiNW, Tiadnct on 18th street 200 

Dewsll Lttmbsb Co. , Collins, y. C, M. ASt. P. R'yCo., site for coal house 810 

DiosBT or Dicibionh or Iowa SupRsm Court in Raiijioad Casks 888 

DioRST or DxoiBioNB or iNTXBBTATs CoMMRBCB Commission 840 

DiBXCTOBS, officers and mileage of railway companies 187- 101 

DisoBiMiNATiON, Binkley, H. B., Cherokee, r. 111. Central, potato rates 26a 

Pioneer Implement Co. , Coondl Blnifs, y. C. , R. I. & P. , In freight rates .... 827 

Shorthlll, A. K Co., Marshalltown, ▼. Eastern R'y lines, in shipments of coke 270 

DiBPATOHJEBS, and telegraph operators, number and compensation 80 

DiTiBiON Hkadquartkrs. remoyal of, Oarson, R. B. , et sL , Monlton, y. C. , B. A Q 274 

DoNLxr, citizens of, y. C, B AQ. R. Co., petition for station 270 

DomvAN, dtlzensof, y. C, M. &8t. P. R'yCo., telegraph facilities 816 

DonOHSBTT, Farmers' Co-operatiye Co. y. C. &N.'W. R'yCa, site for ooal house 242 

Drainage, Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison, y. St. L., K. AN. W 208 

Board of Tmstees, Booklngham Township, Tama County, y. C. & N.-W., on highway... 806 

Chnrtshlll, 8. T.. Arthur, y. C. &N.W., on highway 808 

Dale, A. 8., ScarylUe, y. C. &N.-W 822 

Dammeler, Henry, Newton, y. N. & N. W 824 

Bwer Brothers, Bagley. y. C, M. A St. P 804 

Gibson, 8. W., Monmouth, y. C. &N.-W 280 

Leehey, John, etal., Fairbank, y. C. a. W 826 

Wayerly, station grounds on C. G. W 288 

Wert, C. H., Lena, y. C, R. I. & P 240 

Wheatland, citiasensof, y. C. &N.-W. R'yCo 244 

Wray, A. M., etal., Kalona. y. B., C. R. AN 228 

■D1TBUQITR& Sioux CittR't Co., y. condemnation proceedings 208 

Duncan, 8. H. , Columbus Jot., y. C R. I. & P. R*yCo., condition of culyert 827 

DUBUQUX & Sioux CiTT R't Co. , y. JesHe L. Hogle, et al. , condemnation 267 

Dubuque & Sioux CittR't Co., officers, directors and mileage 174 

Durham, dtlzensof, y. C, B. &Q., R. Co., abandonment of station 806 

EAGLBVILLB. A. C. Leigh, y. C, B. AQ.. oyereharge 326 
Earnings AND Expenses, sccount, entire lines 84, 85, 86, 87 

Earnings AND Expenses, account, Iowa 80, 81, .S2. 88 

Earnings, detailed report of in Iowa 88, 80, 40, 41, 42, 48. Entire line, 44, 46, 46, 47, 48, 40 

Earninos or lowA Railroads 1878-1008, 10 

EastPsru, L. H. GoDsetto, y. C. G. W. R'yCo., prlyate crossing 827 

Eldora, dtlzensof, y. I. C. R'yCo., station seryices 240 

Elsctrio Railways IN Iowa, interurban 6 

Electric Railways, statistics concerning 188- 186 

Elkader, dtlzens y. C. , M. ASt. P. R'y Co. , train serylce 281 

Eluworth, W. a. Conden, y. C. G. W. R'yCo, Iobs of goods in transit 206 

Ellsworth, P. B. Osborny. C, M. & St. P., etal., loss in transit 252 

Elma, W. C. Adam, dty clerk, y. O. G. W. R'yCo., condition of under street crossing 204 

Slwell, dtlzensof, y.C, M. & St. P. R'yCo., station facilities 282 

Euplotes, insuffldent number of on trains, Wright, Iryin F. , Corning, y. C, B. AQ 200 

Employes Killed And Injured, coupling cars and falling from trains, 1878-1008 11 

Employes, number and compensation of 84- 01 

Employes, railroad, number and compensation, 1878-1003 11 

Employes, train, conduct of on C. G. W 288 

EaoiNE, condition of, postal clerks y. Iowa Central, Improper condition of engine 818 

Ekginesrs And Firemen, number of and compensation 86, 86 
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Eqttipmsnt, eostof » 

Equipment, deBorlption of 96- «► 

EQxnPMxnT, number of oars in Iowa, 1878-1908 11 

Bbiokson, Ebick, Pickering, v. I. O. R'yCk)., highway oroasing 2» 

BwART, citizens of, y. I. O. R'yCo., abandonment of station 308 

EwsbBbob., Bagley, ▼. O., M. &St. P. R'j Ck>.. drainage 80i 

EXLINX, Smith Bros. Ck}alCk>., v. O. B. &K. O. R*7, failure to furnish cars 28I& 

Expenses, operating, in detail, Iowa 60, 51, 52, 58, 5i, 65, 66, 57, 58, 69, 60, 61, entire 

lines 68- 7 

BxPENBBB, operating, of Iowa railroads 1878-190B, 1 

EXPBB88 Babninob, BOO Bamlngs. 

FAILURE TO FURNISH 0AR9, Brown, W. S., Manson, ▼. 111. Central 28» 
Meyers, S. O., Kingsley, v. C. &N.-W 2T9 

Nicholas. Jamee, Williamsburg, v. O., B &Q., etal 2» 

Rumohe, Pred, Inwood, t. C, M. & St. P., for barley 824^ 

Rusher, B. F., Unnborg, v. O. AN.-W., forsand 807 

Shafer, A. A. Rhodes, v. O., M. &St. P S85> 

Slagle, F. M. &CJo., Alton, v. O., M. &8t. P 28i 

Smith, E, F., Wellman, v. C, R. I. &P 28S> 

Smith, B. J. &Sons. North English, ▼. O.. IC ft St. P., for drain tile 298 

SmithBros. Goal Co., Bxline, ▼. C. B. &E. 2Bt 

Steokel, W. J., Bloomfleld, y. C, R. I. &P., at Paris station 8!8' 

SweaOity, oitizensof, y. C, R. I. & P 284 

Whitaker, Robert, Dallas Center, y. Wabash, etal 290 

FAIBBA.NK, John Leehey, et al. , y. C. G-. W. R'y Co. , drainage 32^ 

FalliroFbomTbains, accidents to employes, 1878-1908 11 

Fabm Cbo6Bing»— see Crottingt, farm. 

Fabmbbs' Co oPEBATiyE Co. , Dougherty, y. C. & N. • W. R'y Co. , site for coal house 242^ 

Fatbtte OoinvTT, condemnation proceedings by H. C. &Ft. D. R. Co 199> 

FatbtteCountt, condemnation proceedings by M. C. &Ft. D. R. Co m^ 

Fbhoino, Gallentine, D. M., VanCleye, y. Iowa Central.... 254 

Haugh, A. B , Newton, y. N. & N. W.. failure to fence 889- 

Stouifer, G-. H. , State Center, y. Iowa Central, condition of right of way fence 294 

Taber, Edwin S., Newton, y. N. &N. W., failure to fence 82» 

Tuttle, L. M., VanCleye, y. Iowa Central J.. 2S2 

FiBEMEN, number and compensation 86 

FiBE Set bt Engine, Leigh, A. C, Latimer, y. C. Q. W., meadow burned 285> 

Fe^OMBN, watchmen and switchmen, number and compensation 80 

Fleming Bbos. , Armstrong, y. C. , M. & St. P. R'y Co., station facilities at Bonair i» 

FiiOODB, damage from a 

Flobt, J.. B , y. B., C. R &N. R'y Co., petition for cattle guard 211 

FoBES, B., etal., Qlldden, y. C.&N.-W. R'yCi> , location of stock yards. 28a 

Fort Dodge, Commissioners y. C. , R. I. Si P. R'y Co., stub train seryioe 276 

Fort Dodge, Iowa Paint Mfg. Co. y. M. &8t. L. R. Co., switching charges 27S- 

FoRT Dodge, Mitchell Implement Co. y. C, R. I. & P R'y Co., loss of goods in transit 801 

Fobt Madison, W. J. R. Beck, v. St. L., K. & N. W. R'y Co., drainage 298 

Fredbriokson, J. P., Ruthyen, y. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., undergrade farm crossing 810- 

Freioht Cabs, number of 97 

Fbeight Babnings— see Bamingu, 

Fbeioht Rates in Iowa Compabed with Otheb States 7 

Freight Rates, tons, earnings, etc., Iowa 1Q2-10S 

Bntireline 110-111 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Mo. VALiiEr R. R. Co., mileage, officers and directors 164 

FCTBNAS, W. S., Lisbon, y. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., train service 268 

GALLBNTINE, D. M., Van Cleve, v. I. O. R'y Co., fencing 254 
Qambbll, W. C. , mayor, Slgourney, y. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , condition of highway 

crossing , 819 

Garden Grove, Q. P. Arnold y. C. , B. &Q. R. Co., private crossing 810 

General OrriOB Clerks, number and compensation 8«^ 

GENERAL Ofpioers OP Railroads, numberand compensation 84 



Digitized by 



Google 



INDEX. 373 

Page 

'Orssoir. 8. W., Monmouth, v. O. &N.-W. R'yCo., drainage 290 

OLiiDDSBr, B. Fobesetal. v. C. &N.-W. R'yOo , location of stock yards 268 

QouDXN Stab Obsamsrt Co. vtal., Arcadia, t. O, &N.-W. R'yCo.. relocation of line.... 266 

OOKSXTTO, L. H.. Bast Peru, v. C. G. W. R'yCk) . private crossing 827 

Ocwms-SiB LET Branch or THB O. , R.I. &P., train seryloe on 800 

Obsjlt NoBTHRBir R'r-see Willmar «!• Sioux Falls R*y Co. 

QsiiiNBLL, A. J. Blakely V. I. C. R'yOo , undergrade farm crossing 240 

Oboyb, F. D., t. a, C. R. &N. R'yCo . petition for cattle guard 211 

Oboys, J. W. v. B., G. R. &N. R'7Ck>., petition for cattle guard 211 

HALL. G. B.. Wesley, v. O , H. & St. P. R'yCo., site for coal sheds 251 
Hamtltost, G. W. Brewer & Co., r. C. B. & Q. R. Oo., et al. , loss of goods in transit 280 
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Hahhttm Bbos. Sb Abthaud, Wapello, v. C, R. I. & P. R'yCo., overcharge 204 

Habdi.x CotTRTT, D. &8 O. R. Oo. in condemnation proceedings 206 

Harlan, O. F., Richland, v. C, IC. & 8t. P. R'yCo.. condition of crossing 293 
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Habbib, H. a. Wi^mer, v. C, R I. & P. R'yCo., site for elevator 246 

Uauoh, a. F., Newton, v. N. & N. W. R. Co., fencing 829 

Hrlland, H. 8. , 81ater, v. C, 4^ N. • W. R'y Co. , condition of station grounds 282 

HbEjMBR & GORTNEB, Mechanicsville, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., blocking crossing 817 

HBL.PHBRT, L. 8., NewBon, v. N. & N W. R. Co., undergrade farm crossing 8U 

Hbbbino, N. a. Wright, v. C. & N.-W. R'yCo., siteforcoal sheds. 255 

HiCKB, interlooker at ^ 203 

HiOHWAT CBoauNoa— see CrosHngt^Highway, 

HiIjLWXO. B. W., Des Moines, v. C, M. &8t. P. R'yCo., train connections 800 

HiLLTi^BD. P. , New London, v. C. . B. ft Q. R Ca . overhead highway crossing 241 

HOBNADAT, O. A., Udell, V. C, R. I. & P. R'yCo., train service 289 

HoBNADAT, J. N., Unionville, v. C, R. L &P. R'yCo., blocked street crossing 880 

HuDNDTT, B. B., etaL. Camforth. v. C. &N.-W. R'yCo.. union depot, etc 278 

Huntington, Commissioners v. C. . R. I. & P. R'y Co. et al. , rates on soft coal 290 

HuTOHiNSON, P., Hampton, v. C. G. W. R'yCo., condition of depot 288 

HuzLKT, O. T. Watland. mayor, v. C. M. ft 8t. P. R'yCo., speed of trains 812 

IOWACITT. M. D. Stonerv. C. R., I. C. & 8. R'yCo., cattle pass 818 
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Iowa Paint Manufaotctrino Co., Fort Dodge, v. M. &8t. L. R. Co., Switching charges.. 278 
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Illinois Central (D. & 8. C), mileage, officers and directors 174 

Income Acoount, entire lines 84,85,86, 87 
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Keirhsbnrg drawbridge, lowaCentral 209 

Unby. crossing C, M. & St. P. andC, B. & Q . 208 
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fiomers, crossingC, R. I. & P. andM., C and Ft. D 206 

Washington, crossingC, M. & St. P. andC. R. I. &P 204 



Digitized by 



Google 



374 INDBX. 

Page- 

IntbblookingStstbms IN Iowa, installed during year 4 
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INTEB Ubban Railwat Oo. , mileage, officers and directors 188 
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James, W. F. Knowlesy. U. S. Express Oo., overcharge 292- 

Jamison, A. F., Lohrvllle, v. Bf., &Ft. D. R'yCo., farm crossing 9B» 
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JoHireoN, Wm. cj., Ames, v. C. AN.-W. R'y Co., petition for farm crossing 245- 
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Enowles, W. F. , James, v. U. S. Bx. Co. , overcharge 298 
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Knowlton, John Palmer v. C. G. W. R'y Co., private crossing 82& 

Ebag, O. C, Alexander, v. I. C. R'y Co., loss in transit 25a 
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Lease, condition of, in granting sites 24S 
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Lena, C. H., Wertz, v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co, drainage and damfiges 219' 
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Levet, D. R Langv. C, R. L & P. R'y Co., farm crossing 90S 
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Churchill, Y. R. , Royal, v. III. Central, milk cans from depot platform .'. 810 

Conden, W. A., Ellsworth, v. C. G. W 296 
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Halia, T. K, Ayrshire, v. C, R. I. &P 289 
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Manbkok, C. T.. Berwick, y. D. M., I. F. &N. R'y Co.. overhead highway crossing 247 
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Manson, W. S. Browny. 111. Cent. R. Co., failure to furnish cars 288 

Manson, citizensof, v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co., train service 809 

Maqttoksta, C. T. Sackrider v. , M. &. St. P. R'y Co. , baggage facilities 821 

Mabshalivtown, 8. B. Packard v. I. C. R'y Co., overcharge 255 

Mabshalltown, a. B. Shorthill & Co., v. Eastern railway companies, discrimination 
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shipment 317 
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ceedings 200 
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rates 823 

Mason Citt, dty of v. I. C. R'y Co.. condition of viaduct 271 

Mason Citt, Mason City Brick & Tile Co. v. C. & N. - W. R'y Co. , application of Iowa 

rates 828 

Material AND Supplies ON Hand 79 

Matzinodr, G., Slater, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., overcharge 257 

Maxwell, Isaac, Indianola, v. C, B. & Q. B. Co. . undergrade farm crossing 299 

Mechanicsville, Helmer & Gortner v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., blocking crossing 817 

Meghakicsville, M. V. Scott V C. &N.W. R'y Co., private crossing 292 
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Merger. F. M.. Victor, v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co.. condition of crossing 297 

Meters, S. C. , Elngsley, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co. , failure to furnish cars 279 

Mileage, officers and directors of railway companies Ib7-101 

Mileage or Iowa Roads 80-88 
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Mileage Traffic Tables, Iowa 100-107 
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Miles, J. B.. etal , New Boston, v. A., T. &8, F. R'y Co., public crossing 302 
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MoiTKTi, oltiaensof, y. O., R. I. & P. B'y Co., train servioe 90O 
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MoBBis, M. V. B., Wayland, y. B. & W. R'y Co , replacing switch 2» 

MoTTLTON, B. B. Carson etal., y. C, B. & Q. R.Co., remoyalof diylsion headqoarters 274 

MoULTON, H. P. Powers y. IlL Cent. R. Co., changing name of station 270 

MouKT Union, H. G. Eingy. C, B. & Q. B'yCo., grain rate«. .. 328 
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New London, P. Hilly ard, chm., y.C. , B. & Q. R. Co., oyerhead highway crossing 241 

New Market, J. 8. Harris y. K. & W. R'y Co., farm crossing ... 820 

Nbw Railboad Lines in Iowa. 4 

New Shabon, town of, y. L C. R'y Co., condition of street crossings 258 

Newton & Nobthwestbbn Railroad Co. y. Miles Beckett, condemnation proceedings . . 105 
Newton & Nobthwestebn Railboad Co. y. Geo. Holland, condemnation proceedings — 200 

Newton & Northwksteb'V Railboad Co. , mileage, efflcers and directors 181 

Newton, Henry Dammeier y. N. & N. W. R Co., drainage 824 

Newton, Mark Moorman y. C, R. L &P., oyercharge 20B 

Newton, A. F. HAUOHy. N. &N. W. R. Co., fencing 829 

Newton, L. 8. Helphreyy. N. & N. W. R. Co., undergrade farm crossing 814 

Newton, Bdwin 8. Taber y. N. & N. W. R. Co., fencing 829 

Nicholas, James, Williamsburg, y. C, B. &Q. etal., failure to furnish car 296 

NoBTH English, E. J. 8mith & Son y. C, M. A St: P. R'y Co., failure to furnish cars. 252 

09BRIBN, P. M., Letts, y. C , M. &St. P. R'y Co., undergrade farm crossing 2SS 
Oelwein, city of, y. C. G. W. R'y Co.. condition of yiaduct 271 

Oblwein, M. C. &Ft. D. R. Co. y. Richard Rundle, condemnation proceedings 807 

OrFiCBBS, mileage and directors of railway companies 187-101 

Opebatino Bxpenbeb— see Expentet, 

Opebatobs, telegraph, number and compensation 89 

Obganizatton or Boabd 12 

OsBOBN, p. B., Ellsworth, y. C, M. & St. P. R'yCo., loss in transit 28B 

Obkaloosa, McAuley Lumber Co. y. C, B & Q. R Co., delay in coal shipments 277 

Oto. J. R. Beard y. C, M. &St. P. R'y Co. etal.. failure to transfer freight 290 

OyEBOHABOE— 

Haney, 8. J., Chequest, y. C, R. I. &P... 297 

Hannum Brothers & Arthaud, Wapello, y. C. . R. L & P 291 

Knowles, W. F.. James y. U. 8. Express 292 

Leigh, A. C, BagleyiUe, Mo., v. C, B &Q 3» 

Martin, B. H., Telephone Co. , Webster City, y. U. 8. Ex. Co. etal 817 

Matzinger, G., Slater, y. C. efcN.-W.. shipment pf bull 287 

Moorman, Mark, Newton, C, R. L &P., household goods 2« 
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Steyens, J. T., Bentonsport, y. C, R. I. & P 815 

PACKARD, 8. B., Mar.-halltown, y. I. C. R'y Co.. oyercharge 25S 
Palmeb, citizens of, y. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , train seryloe 809 

Palmeb, DAyiD J. elected chairman of board 12 

Palmeb, John Knowlton. y. C. G. W. R'y Co., priyate crossing 825 

Pafsengeb Cabs 96 
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Pabsengeb Fabe, onC. R. I. &P., R'y Co., reduction in 288 
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Entire Une , 106,109 

Patteb Chas. P., Pocahontas, y. C, R. I &P. R'y Co., delay in shipment 289 
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Raleigh, Commissioners v. C. , R. I. &P. et aL , rates on soft coal 200 

Ralstoit, dtlzensof, v. O. &N.-W. R'y Co., train service 828 

Bands, citizens of, C. , M. & St. P. R'y Co., abandonment of station. 803 
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Setmoitb, dtlzensof, v. C, B I. & P. R'y Co., tralnservlce 213 

Shateb, a. a., Rhodes, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., failure to furnish oars. 286 

fiHEBBlOK, J. M., etal, Croton, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., street crossing 270 

flHOpMBN, number and compensation 87 

8HOBTHILL Co. , A. B. , Marshalltown, v. Eastern R'y Cos. , discriminatioi 270 

SiBLET, dtlzensof, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co. train service 300 

SiDB-TBACK— see Switch. 

^DNBT, dtlzensof. V. C, B. & Q. R. Co., train service, 287 
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SiGOtrRNKT, W. C. Oambell, Mayor, v. O., B. I. & P. R'y Co., condition of overhead high- 
way crossing SIO 

Sioux .CiTT. W. B. Mitchell ▼. W. & S. F. R*yCo.., improper operation of bridge line. *2&5 

SlTB- 

AmoldsPark, citizens of, ▼ C, M. & Sfc. P., for elevator 282 

Cartwrlght, W. D., v. B. & W., conditions in lease 248- 

Dewell Lnmber Co. , Collins, ▼. C. , M. & St. P. , for (MwI honse sm 

Farmers Co-operative Co. , Dougherty, v. C. &N.-W., for coal house 242 

HaU, O. B., Wesley, v. C, M. &St. P. , for coal sheds 254 

Ludemann, Sander, etal., Kesley. v. G. &N.-W., forelevator .. 237 

Vo^s Lumber Company, Jewell, v. O. & N. - W. , notice to vacate 216 

Whyte, Jooeph, et al. , Blencoe, v. C. &N.-W.. forelevator 266- 

Wieraer, H. A., Harris, v. C, R. I. & P., for elevator 246 

Wright, N. A., Herring, V. C. &N. W., for coal sheds 2» 

Slaolx & Co., F. M., Alton, v. O. M. &St. P. R'y Co., failure to farnish cars 284 

Slaolb ft Co., F. M., Alton, v. 111. Cent. R. Co., demurrage 238 

Slater, M. S. Holland v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., condition of station ground 2S2^ 

SuLTBB, (i. Matzingerv C. & N.-W. R'y Co , overcharge 2S7 

Smith & Sonb, E. J., North English, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., failure to furniah cars .. 2G2 

Smith Bbos. Coal Co. , Bxline, v. C. , B. & E. C. R'y Co., failure to furnish cars. 282 

Smith, C. C, Somers, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., condition of stock yards 811 

Smith, B. F. . Wellman, v. C , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , failure to furnish cars 285 

SoMBBS, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., trainservioe 8» 

SOMBBS, interlocker at 206 

SoMBBS, C. C. Smlthv. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co.. condition of stock yards 311 

SouTHALL & Sons, Wm., Plersou, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., delay in shipment 277 

Spebd ot Traiits, Watland, O. T , Hnsley v. C, M. & St« P. R'y Co., through town 312 

SPBircBB. R. H. Algona, v. C. R. I. & P. R'y Co , refusal to receive and forward freight.... 266 

Spbnobb, Commissioners v. M. ft St. L. R'y Co. etal, rates on soft coal 290 

Stacet, J. E , Algona, v. C & N.-W. R'y Co., stock killed 286 

Statb Centbr, R. a. Buck, mayor, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., dangerous street crossing. . . 251 

Statb Cbntbb, G. H. Stouiferv. I. C. R'y Co., condition of right of way fence 294 

State Commerce, shipments beginning and ending in Iowa but passing outside the state in 

transit not governed by Iowa rates, opinion of U. S. Supreme Court, in Arkansas case . . . 388- 
Statiost Agents and Station Men, number and compensation 85 

Stations— 

Austin, S. L., Sutherland, v. C. ft N.-W., at Waterman Siding 227 

Beloit, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., telegraph facilities 907 

Bonair, Fleming Brothers v. C, M. & St. P 2» 

Cumming, oltlzensof, v C. G- W., relocation of depot 253 

Donley, citizens of, y. C, B. ft Q., petition for depot 290 

Donnan, citizens of, v. C, M. ft St. P.. telegraph facilities 815 

Durham, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., abandonment of 305 

Elwell, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , depot open for night trains 282 

Ewart, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, abandonment of 802 

Hutchinson, P., Hampton, v. C, O. W., condition of depot 288 

Johnson Brothers, Calliope, v. C. ,M. & St. P., abandonment of 248 

Lainsville, baggage facilities at, onC, M. &3t P 821 

Mohr, B. C. F., Westfleld, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient depot room 281 

Rands, citizens of, v. C, M. ft St. P 808 

Sylvia, petition for privilege of loading cars at, onC. , M. &St. P .... 274 

Wadena, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., telegraph facilities 812 

Station Facilities, Sargent, B. B., etal., Connables, v. C, R. I. &P 296 

Station Servtob, Bldora, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, closed depot T 249 

Station SERyiOE, Holland, M. S., Slater, v. C. & N.-W., condition of station groundA 232 

Statistical Tables or Iowa Railway Operations 16-129 

Statistics of Electric iRTBRtrRBAN Railways 183-185 

Stbokel. W. J.. Bloomfleld, v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co., failure to furnish car 828 

Steel Raila, miles of in Iowa and on entire lines 80-88 

Stbvens, J. E., Bentom>port, v. C, R. I. ft P. R'y Co. , overcharge, interstate 815 

Stock, capital 15, 16 
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SiTPBSinB CoiTRT OF lowA. digest of decisions of. 88$ 
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Morris, M. V. B. , Wayland, y. B. & W. , replacing 289 

Tait, Robt. M., Mystic, y. C, M. &&t. P., restoration of coal switch 285 
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Switchmen, Watchmen and Flagmen, number and compensation 89- 
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Tabob & Nobthbbn Railway Co. , mileage, officers and directors , 182 

Tait, R. M. Mystic, y. C. M. & St. P. R'yCo., restoration of coal switch 285 

Taba. Commissioners y. C. , R I. & P. R'y Co. , stub train seryice 276 
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Wadena, onC, M. & St. P 812 

Tblegbaph Opcbatohs and Dispatchbbs, number and compensation 89 
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Tonnage Cbossing Missoubi and Mississippi RiysBS 126-127 
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opinionofU. S. supreme court 860- 
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Mason City, dty of , v. Iowa Central, condition of 271 

Oelwein, city of, V. C. Q. W. , condition of 271 

Oambell, W. C, Sigourney, v. C, B. I. &P., condition of 819 

V^iCTOR, F. M. Mercer v. C. , B. I. & P. B'y Co. , condition of undergrade farm crossing 297 
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Washington County, C, B. I. &P. B'y Co. v. FrazeyetaL, condemnation proceedings... 240 

Wabhinqton, interlocker at 204 

W atohmbn, Flaombn and Bwitohmbn, number and compensation 80 

W ATBHLOO & Cedar Falls B apid Transit Co. , mileage, officers and directors 101 

Waterman Siding. S. L. Austin v. C. & N -W. B'y Co., station at 227 

Watland, O. T., mayor, Huxley, v. C, M. & St. P. B'y Co., speed of trains 818 

Wattkon, citizensof, v. C, M. &St. P. B'y Co., trainservice .. 270 
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Whiting, W. C, etal., v. C. & N.-W. B'y Co., train service 826 
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To all Volumes— 1878 to 1903 inclusive. 



ABANDONMENT or Road. Tmr PRg« 

Adams, Walter. Fairfield, ▼. C, a &Q 1890 85 

Clarinda, dtisensof, ▼. C. &&t. L., abandonment of C^ & 8t. L. R'y 1880 lOU 

Elkader. dtiaensof. r. C, M &St. P' 1886 473 

Fbrt Dodge, citizens of, y. C. R. I. & P. etal., Tara & Ft. Dodge 1880 032,087 

Supreme ooort decision in, referred to 1808 2 

General Subject dlBcnssed 1880 44 

Northwood, citizens of, ▼. Central Iowa 1882 488 

Northwood, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, petition for rehearing 1888 COO 

Court proceedings in . ...-. 1834 45 xxx.x 

Ottomwa & KirkviUe, 83.8mi., Clarinda. St. Louis, 11.6 1801 a 

Rights of contracting parties protected by courts 18S0 1(K8 

Expenses Incurred in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on 

abandonment of track 1801 733 

W. A W. R'y, Osage, for temporary removal 1806 lOO 

Abahdonmsnt or Station— see also Station. 

Avon, W. E, Patterson, CarRsle, v. C, R AQ... 1001 S04 

Bismarck, Neil & CampbeU v. C, M. & St. P 1880 OBB 

Calliope, Johnson Brothers y. O . M. & St. P 1008 248 

Dunham, oitizensof, y. 0., B. &Q lOOa 806 

Bwart, citizens of, y. Iowa Central 1003 8o2 

Elingston, Decatur county, citizens of, v. D. M. &K. C, protei>t against removal. 

1890, 863; 1002 288 

Leslie, citizens of, y. D. H. & K. C, protest against abandonment of station 1880 1027 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1880 1060 

PeUn, Spiers ARichard-on. v. K & W., petitionfor reopening 1800 h62 

Rand, dtizensof, v. C. M & St. P 1008 &W 

Veo. Jonea J. M. , v. B. & M. , petition for reopening of Htation 1300 £jO 

Absorption or Bridob Toll— see Bridge Toil. 
Acoxss TO D12POT, see Depot. 

ACOrDSRTB TO PXBBONS— 

Remarks of President Harrison 1892, 18,-1895 70 

Comparative tables covering a period of years 1800, 13, 14 ; 1000 10 

To employes from coupling cars, etc., comparative tabic 1900 

AOCIDVNTd— INYBSTIGATION OF— 

Law concerning reporting of, repealed 1898 

Afton, a. B. &Q 1887 143 

Altoona 1S7S 45 

Ames, onC. & N. W 1902 303 

Brush Siding, onC, B. &Q ISiW 280 

Coon Rapids, onC, M. &St. P 1801 &ld 

Council Bluffs, on O. & St. L 1001 687 

Crescent, on O. &N.-W.. near Council Blaff» 1803 271 

Dangerto boys playing around trains, etc., B.-C. R. &N 1881 841 

Dcs Moines, collision between C, R. I. & P. fair ground train and C. & N.-W. 

freight train at, report of commissioners 1889 1114 

EaglePoint, O. M. & St. P ^887 153 

Geneva, on Iowa Central R'y 1001 680 

Oifford, on Iowa Central .' 1002 307 

Glendale, onC, M. & St. P., investigation of by commissioners 1880 1107 

Highland Center, C, M. & St. P 1892 873 

Hubbard, on C. &N.-W lOCO 13 
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▲ccidents-Batlwat— Con<inu€«t. Year Pag^ 

Inwood, C, M. &8t. P 1887 168- 

Logan. onC &N. W 1896 340 

Haynard, onB. O. R. &N , 1891 8» 

Nansen, seven miles southeast of Oooncli Bluffs, onO. &St. L 1800 061 

New Hampton, on O. G. W. R'y 1802 871 

Oelweln. onO. Q. W 19Q8 907 

Potter, onC. M. &8t. P 1001 S3» 

Rhodes, onO., M. ASt. P 1008 3» 

Stratford, on O. & N.-W 1808 25t> 

Stratford, onC. &N.-W 1801 a45> 

Thayer, on C. B, &Q 1001 6B5 

Tiffin, onC, R. I. &P 1001 SN 

Unionvllle, onO., R. I. &P 1001 SS6 

VaUey Junction, one, R. I. &P 1805 241 

Verdi, onC, R. I. &P 1001 535^ 

Vincent. C, R.I. A P 1891 841 

Walnut, onC. R. I. A P 1001 SST 

Washington, onQ., R I. &P 1801 841 

Bureau of railway statistics and accounts, railway qaeitlon 1808 4D|g 

Law requiring uniformity in, recommended ' : .... 180S 21 

Uniformity in 1878, 74; 1870, 113; 1888, 88; 1803 45- 

AotuaIj Cash Valttb or Road and Bqipmvnt— see Value, 

▲DAM4. Chableb Fbancis* Jb , quotation from 1878 89 

Dkcu<«iionof commissioner system.... 1870 7$ 

RaUrond4, origin and problems 1881 81 

Remarks on watered stock 1886 55- 

▲dams. HxnbtO., statistician interstate com. com., paper on accounts, etc 1808 4(Sf 

Additional Dbpot GBOUNDft-see Condemnation proeeedingu, 

Adbquatk Eqttipmxnt Dxrnnii>-see Equipment, 

Adkqttatv OBoasnro— see Cnynsing, Adequate, 

AnopTTOT or CJoMUTSSTORVBS' Ratxs— see Batee. 

Additional Depot Gboonds— see Condemnation Proceedingt, 

Ad VANG KD Chabqes— 

Brenneck Bros. , Eagle Grove, v. C. &N.«W., discrimination in applying 1808 Mt 

Monahan Bros. , Charlotte, v. C. & N. W 1886 SS& 

Waason, J. A.. Roiicoe, Kan., v. O., M. &St. P., duties of carriers in accepting 

guaranteefor 1888 653- 

Advance in Hat Rates, Petition or D. M. & N. -W. — see i2a/e«. 

Agents, Station, Petition roB -see Station Service. 

Aobeuients Between Railways, violation of 1886 ST 

Aobeembnt or Railway Compantes to Adopt CommissionbbV Rates— see Jtotes, 
FreigM. 

Aid to batlboads— .see Taxes. 

AIN8WOBTH, W. W. elected secretary 1887 ^ 

Re-elected. 1888, 8; 1880, 4; 1800. 8; 1801. 8; 1802, 3; 1898, 8; 1834, 8; 1835, 4; 1896, 12; 1897 IS 

Amendments to Ci^asstpioation— see Classification. 

Apportionment or Oost or Oyeb and Undsb Railboad CB'>83iNa— see Crossing, 
Railroad. 

Appbopriatio ^ or Land, Harrington, F. B, Marathon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , for 

snowfence 1800 0^ 

Appropriation or Coal— 

Aurella, coal dealers of, y. Illinois Central Railroad, during scarcity of fuel 1833 077 

Hogaboom, S. R., Creston, Y.O., B. &Q 1804 2t6 

Knowles, J. Elliott v. 0., B. &Q 1881 140 

LeMars, Townsend, D. W. y. Illinois Central 1883 670 

Abbitbation— 

Ashbum, J. M. Lamoni, y. C, B. &Q., claim for care of stoclc 1880 080 

ConsolldationCoalCompanyY. Central Iowa 1878 CO 

Illinois Central et aL y. Waverly Short Line et aL , grade crossi n g 1888 57d 
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Arbitration— Continued. Tear Page 

Mason Olty A Fort Dodge R'/ Go. , y. Crooked Cre k B'j Go. , graie oro«glQg Ib87 782 

Mooie, Ihoe. and Blsbee, O. W. Torixi, v. C. &N.-W., ovet flow damages Ib89 90» 

Webster City and Crooked Creek r. M. O. & F. D. B'y Co. , grade crosslDg 1880 698, eOI 

Attbndavgk with L. C. L. llTeetook phiomeiytfl 1894 847 

Attornrt GbstkbaLs Report ci*— see LiiigatUyn* 

Attcrhbt Okhbbal Mullah, oplr Ion of with reference to right of railway company 

to receive and forward freight 1953 265 

AUTHORTTV or COMMT88iOMR«— See Commistioners. 

Automatto CoxTPLBR^^see aiso Couplers, Automatic, 

Paper on, by Comroiflsioner Cof&n 18«6 92 

Brakes, BurUogton test lSd4. 40; ISSe, 4C, 47. 48 

Geoerally used 18»8 4 

Comparative table of 1900. 9: 1901 f,8 

BAT) Obdbr, Bboeipt or OooDA IN— see DamagcB. 
Back Water Oaubbd Bt Bailroad Oobstruction, Overi'low— see Drainage, 
Damage, Ohttruetion and Overjlow. 
Back ^ atbb, in Belatio'« to Railroad Cross ings • see Drainage. 
Back Water, Stock Drownbd bt— see Damages 

Baooaoe, faclllTlesat LiiDesyille on C, M. &St. P 1903 8?l 

Baooaob, fixoES-' and Storage Charges, discussion of 1891 28 

Anders )n, T., Bockford, 111., v. C, M. &St. P., sample trunks containing jewelry 

rot baggage. 1886 641 

Ashall, F. C. , Chicago, r. Central Iowa, excess charges 1888 488 

Bnllock, N. P., Leon, v. Union Depot, Council Bluffs, storage 1887 724 

Carpenter, C. C, Oilman, v. Cent. Iowa and C. & N.-W., refusal to receive tool 

cheat as baggage 1888 628 

Dnsey, U., et al, Creston, y. C, B. & Q., refusal to carry mecoanic's tool box as 

baggage 1886 614 

Edmuadson. Ed. Cedar Rapids, y. C, M. &9t. P., excess baggage 1892 828 

Oloyer, H. B. , et al, Dubuque, v. various lines, excess baggage charges 1883 680 

Goodwin, Mrs. Patience, Traer, v. C, R. I. &P., delay and storage charges 1888 645 

HoUenbec«, Mrs. E. A., Wesley, v. C. & N.-W. R'y, excessive 1898 71 

Ejtfberg. H., St. Louis, v. C, B &Q., overcharge 1901 602 

Krause & Co. , Davenport, v. various lines 1894 250 

Bagoagx— Delat and Loss- 
Block, M. , De4 Moines, v. C. & N .- W. , delay In forwarding sample case 1892 868 

Coad, Jas., Everly, v C. M. & St. P 1901 496 

Plekenbrook & Sons, Dubuque, v. C, M. & St. P., stolen from depot, reeponslbilltj 1900 155 

Taylor, K. B., West Side, v. C. &N.-W,, lost '. 1885 571 

Woodward, W. H., Creston, v. D. M. & K. C , lost 1891 72T 

Baooaob, Insuiticient Facilities for Handling Aif d Transfer— see also Trans- 
fer FaeilUies. 

Iowa Falls v. C. A. v.. W., regulations 1887 758 

Reynard. J. S., Creston, v. C, B. &Q. and C. O. W., Afton Junction transter... 1853 187 
Roybar, F. , v. Cent. Iowa et al, insufficient facilities for handling baggage 1886 588 

Bankrupt Roads— see Receivers. 

biCTCLB, right of pers<»n to use railroad track for * 1900 172 

Billing in Transit, Bevlns Bros. , Hawkeye, v. C , M. & St. P., discrimination in. 1896 78 

Bird, A. C, G. F. A., C, M. &St.. Letters op, on reduction of corn rates in 

Iowa 1886 621 

Black, Jeremiar, Letters of, on railway legislation, railways are highways, etc . 1881 77 

Blockading Highways with Trains— see Obstruction. 

Blockading Strebts with Trains- see Obstructing Streets. 

Blockade. Snow— see Snow Blockade. 

Branch Lirbs— 

Apportioning earnings of, methodof 1889 10O6 

Expenses of operation should be partly borne by main line 1888 47 

Profitable as feeders to main line 1889 1005 

25 
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Branch LiiTB—Corainued. Year Pa^e 

Train serrice on, restoration of, on Iowa branches, G., R. I. &P 1880 10-1008 

Bbanch Lines. Train Skrvicb ON-see also Train Service, 

Management of f»tnb train between Tara and Tort Dodge on C, R. 1. & P 1905 27a 

Brakes, Automatio and Power— see el»o AtUomcUio Couplers and Power Brakes, 

Brakes^ automatlo 1884, 41; 1885 94 

DisouBsion of and law concerning 1890, 7; 1801, 18, 80; 1892 10,40 

Paperon, by Commissioner Coffin 1889 47 

Brewer, J uooe, Decision of, in relation to rates— see also Hates H89, 81, 01, b4 

f Temporary injunction by restraining promalgatioa of Jane, 18 J8. schedule 1888, 80, IM 20) 
Bridge Line, improper operation of , Mitchell, W. H, Sioux City. ▼. W. & 8. F. R'y 1008 2f5 
Bridges— 

Wooden, being replaced by iron and stone 1888 4 

Laws relating to, discussed 1878 17 

Safety of, railroad companies responsible for 187817,18,10 

Bridge toll, absorption of at Omaha 1888 690 

Unsafe Conditions of— see also Unsafe Condition of Road. 

Fay, P. H., Richland Center, Wis., v. C, M. & St. P., Coon Rapids 1894 17» 

Harrison, H., et al. , ▼. A. , T. & S. F., neglect of bridgemen at Ft. Madison 1895 190 

Reno, B. F., Marengo, v. C, R. L &P InjO TS 

Waller, J. N., road supervisor, St. Charles, v. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 

bridge and highway 1898 fiOO 

Watklns, W. W., Bellevue, v. C, M. &St. P., unsafe condition of bridge 1889 1012 

•'Buggy Case"— 

Barber, Bd., QUdden. v. C. &N.-W., overcharge 1884 65-G7 

Anderson's, commissioner, opinion on laSl 40 

Coffin's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 57 

Dey's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 68 

Judge Baylies' opinion on 18*^5 57 

Bulletins, train in passenger depots, posting of 1903 213 

BCRLINGTON, SHIPPERS OF, COMPLAIBT ON RATKS— See Rate*. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company, appUcation of, for 

reduced rates on seed grain ^®2 ®* 

Burlisgton Test os Automativj Couplers— see ^utomaiic Coupler*. 

Butter and Ego Shipment, Discrimination in Inspection of— see Inspection. 

OABOOSB, Stoppage of at platforms— see Stopping Trains at Platforms. 
Caboose Cars, accommodation for passengers In, W. W. Weston v. C. , & N. - W 1900 lOT 

Cameron, J. S. , Elected Secretary 1878 3 

Resigned 1880 S 

Camp Meeting and Other Assembly Rates— see Rales. 
Capacity of Elevators— see Elevators. 
Capacity of Freight Cars— see Cars. 
Capital Stock, Watered— see Watered Stock, 

Capitalization, Excessive ^8 89 

Care of Station Buildings— see Station Service. 

Cars— 
Dischimtnation in Furnishing— see Discrimination and Failure to Furnish Cars. 
Distribution of— see Distribution of Cars. 

Must be distributed equally in time of scarcity 1388, 719, 1392 827 

N otto be UHed for warehouse purposes 1889 9116 

When Used for Warehouse Purposes, Chabgbs FoR-see Demurrage. 
Lack of— see also Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Discussed by L. S. Coffin ^^ '^ 

Sending off Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight* 

Warming of. 

Lighting op— see Lighting Cars. 

What Constitdte-s Adequate Supply ow-^^eQ Equipment. 

Car Load Rates— 

Attempted aboUtion of 1885, 46, 47; 1888 81 

Towa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association, protest against abolition of 1885 47 
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CA.B Load KkTES^Continued. Tear Patre 

Merrill & Keeney, Dea Moines, v. C. & N -W. et al., on furniture 1883, 678; 1884 69 

On mixed car load of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

P»oposition to abolish indefinitely postponed ,..,. 1885 S& 

Becognitlon of by Colorado law 1885 48 

Cab off Its Own Link— see He/tual to Receive and Forward Freight^ also Failure 
to Furni9h Cart. , 
OwKED BT Shippbr, unjost discrimination of, paper on, by Judge Schoonmaker 

eac-interstate commerce commissioner 1891 80 

Pbiyatb Dibcbimination in Ubx of— see Discrimination. 

Cabbiebs— 

Bound by quotation of rates by agents 1S88 609 

Their relations to each other discussed 1834 7 

■Cabbisb'h RiBK-^ee Owner't Bisk. 

Cabbtbd Past Station— 

Boyle, I. W., ClarkviUe, v. C. Q. W., carried past station 1889, 98l;1892 863 

Idghtner, F. B., Carthage, Mo., V. O. a. W 1897 187 

Windell, W. 8. , Castalla, v. C. , M . & St. P. , refusal to stop at Castalia 1392 863 

Cabbytko Passenoebs on Fbsioht Tbains— see Train Service. 

Cash Value— see Value j PreserU Cash. 

Cattle Quabbs— see also Crossing*, farm, 

Alexander, T. K, Storm Lake, y. M. & St. L 1901 490 

Battern, Charles, Storm Lake, ▼. M. & St. L. B'y, at farm crossing 1902 285 

Bell, W. S., Pes Moines, y. B., C. R. &N., refusal to construct 18S9 1066 

Campbell, F. B., etal., Bismark, y. C , M. &St. P., danger to cattle from loca- 
tion of fence, petition for cattle guards 1892 856-857 

Chapman, H. Q., Sioux City, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1892 795 

Frazier, George, Panora, y. D. M. N. & W., defective, stock killed 1897 110 

Gardner, John M. , Leon, y. D. M. , O. S. , cattle guards and fencing 1834 519 

I Huber, M., Storm Lake, v. M. & -?t. L 1901 4^1 

Jamison, J. R., Oskaloosa, y. C, B. &Q., failure to put in 1882 659 

Jaryis, M., MomlngSun, y. Iowa Central, petitionfor 1895 153 

Long, Ira, Luther, y. St. L., D. M. &N., application for at farm crossing 18S8 787 

McCall, W. R., Ogden, y. M. & St. L., petition for 1&J5 655 

Mohr, John, Fort Dodge, y. M. C. &Ft. D., application for 1887 720 

Jfoone, N. B., Clarlnda, y. C, B. &Q., cattle guards at crossing 1832 4^7 

Moritz, Qeorge, Storm Lake, y. M. & St. L. R'y, at farm crossing 1902 278 

Nelson, Bertha, Keokuk, y. C, R, I. &P., at farm crossing 1932 247 

Onerem, J. L., etaL, Th©r, y. C. &N.-W., petition for cattle guards 1885 568 

Petit, Chas., Storm Lake, y. M. & St. L. 1901 491 

Petition for rehearing 1886 671 

Sargent, O. G., y. C. R L &P 1901 627 

Smith, M. , Storm Lake, y. M. & St. L ,....1901 493 

Tlbbets, D. D., etal., Ogden, y. C, Ft. M. &D. M. , petition for 1892 827 

Changino Name of Stations— 

Adelphia, citizens of , y. Wabash, from Tamworth to 1901 610 

Arlington, citizens of, petition for, C. , M. & St. P. , from Brush Creek to ISIW 19 

BBfleld, Cooley, B. G , y. C, M. & St. P., Strawberry Point 1884 663 

Lnyerne, oitizensof, y. C. &N.-W., application for 1887, 720; 1888 70S 

Moulton, Powers. H. P.. y. Illinois Central, two stations by same name I90:i 270 

Riyer Junction, Musser, J. D„ et al., y. B., C. R. & N., petition for. ...1888, 749; 1893 211 

Sewal, Banta, Ira, y. C, M. & St. P 18'J5 145 

Strawberry Point, citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P., petitionfor 1SH8 724 

Ticonlc, Grant Township, citizens of. y. C. AD., petition for 1888 725 

Vincent, ^ uderson & Richards, y. C, R. I. & P 18:>2 833 

Chaboes— 

CraryBro8.> Boone, y. St. L., D. &N., prepayment of freight charges 1SS6 604 

Wasson, J. A., Ro.%oe, Kan., y. C, M. & St. P., duties of carriers 1SS3 656 

'Chabitt Fbeioht— 

Shaw, H. B. , Nora Springs, free carriage of 1895 ICO 
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Tear Page- 
Chabitable Irbtittttions, charohes not siich, as contemplated by law, with respect 

special rates (Oooamissioner Dey) 188S 888^ 

Choick of Markets, Shippers and Rocttbb, Bight to— see RigTUs of Shippers. 

CHT7BCHE4 may obtain special rates on building material IS88 83r 

Claims— see also Damages. 
For Damages BBSTJiiTiNO from Obstructionh— see Obstruction. 
For Damages Resttlting from Failure to BECEi\rE Cabs— see Failure to Fur- 
nish Cars. 
For Befund of Overcharge— see Overchargt. 

Private, commissioners no authority to collect .» 18S3 UBS" 

For Goods Lost in Transit— see Lost in TransiL 
For Stock Killed— see Stock Killed. 

Glabstfioation of Freight— 

Iowa Classification No. 12 and Schedule of Rates 1901 189^ 

Amendments to 1900, 102, 101, U9;19JJ, lbO;190Ji, 2U; 19u8 21i» 

Basalt plaster, Basalt Plaster Co. , Dei Moines 1894 240 

Boilers, second-hand, Gottstein, F. v. Inspection Bureau 1892 847 

Bottles, empty, returned, T. W. Rogers for Iowa Bottlers' Association 1894 805 

Capacity of cars, France, H. C. Bose Hill, v. C, B. I. &P 1837 135 

Coal. KeefeCoalCo,, Ft. Dodge, v. IlL Cent 1896 168 

Com planters, K. D 1890 657 

Crackers, Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Classification 1883 630 

Crushed stone for road purposes 1804 S59 

Discrimination in, Westphal, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. B. &N 1831 125- 

Discrimination in classification of flour, Crystal Mill and Grain Co. , Council Bluffs, 

V. Iowa Pool Lines 1883 ?03 

Dog skins, Herman & Cownie, Des Moines, petition for change in 1895 221 

Drugs, Miller, W. G., Ottumwa, Iowa, classification maximum not minimum 1896 106 

Farm wagons. Star Wagon Co. , Cedar Rapids, v. R'y Co's 1886 508 

Glucose, James V. Mahony, Sioux City 1894 273 

Gravel and eand 1894 3S0 

Hancock, JohnT. &Son, Dubuque, vB, C. R. &N. R'y, lack of uniformity 1880 23 

Hardware, mixed, C. L., a B. Rush, Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P 1901 607 

Logs, rough, Des Moines Fence Co. and Des Moines Excelsior Works et al 1891 782 

Linseed & carbon oils in mixed car loads, application for car load rates 1892 844 

Live stock, H. G. S. Codd, Westfleld 1894 200 

Merchandise, Hummer, George, Iowa City, v. B., C. R. & N., discrimination in.. 1880 15S 

Minimum weights. Ketchum & Johnson Co. , Marshalltown, v. C. & N. - W 1897 108 

National uniform freight classification discussed 1887, 49 ; 1893 11 

Of freights, commissioners' 1889 933 

Roadmaklng materials 1902 296 

Railroad ties. J. C. Taylor, Percv 1894 240 

Sand, Besley, L. C. , Council Bluffs, v. C. B. & Q. , petition for restoration of pre- 
vious classification on 1898 247 

Sandand stone 1894, 359; 1908 298 

Sawdust and fuel, Minesh, E. D. &Co.. Eagle Grove 1897 154 

SiUcon waU plaster 1894 350 

Syrup in pails, MendelH., Neola, v. C, B.I. &P 1887 759 

Syrup in palis, Tucker Bros., Brooks, v. C, B. & Q. R'd Co 1887 750 

Wagon&, democrat spring 1894 850 

Western Wheel Scraper Co. , Aurora, IlL , v. road making machines 1894 182 

Worcester & Son, Des Moines, v. various lines, change of on goods In transit. 1885 540 

Classification of Railroads— see also; I^atesy Freight. 

A. B. andC 1878, 54, 87; 1881 85 

Millner, T. H., lowaFaUs, v. B., C. B. &N., comnlaint of 1883 464 

Cleakikg Grain in Transit— see Milling in Transit 

Coal, Appropriation OP BY Carriers— 3ee\4pi)ropria«ion 0/ Coal. 

Coal Housb Sftb-^— see Sites. 

Coal, Minimum Weight of in Car Loads— see Minimum Weight. 

Stewart, James, etal., v. C. &X.-W., scarcity of 1882 448 

Coal Bates— see Rates. 
Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 
For distance less than five miles 1800 ^ttB-Oa» 
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COPFIN, L. a , paper on automatic ooaplen and brakes 1887, 59; i88U 4r 

OoiCBiiTATiON BxTWUN Tbttnk Linbs AiTD FnDXBS— lee Pro-Bating. 
CoMMXBca, INTSBBTATS— tee Interttate Commeree, 

Commerce, State and Interstate, what oonstitates 1000, 7; 10)8 863 

CoStMTBSIOKXBS AUTHOBITT, POWEBS AKD DlTTiaS OF. 

To act, when in doubt, should not be exercised 1889 1003 

Derived from statute, beyond Its expressed provisions thej cannot act 1889 1002 

Have no authority to reqtdre crossings where no highway has been established as 

required by law 1593 282 

To stop the running of trains in cases of unsafe condition of road 1802 706 

No authority to interpret the law differently from its plain reading 1802 845 

May order additional train service— see also TVain /Sf^vioe 1801 806 

To order freight transfer for L. O. L. shipments 1806 168 

To order under crossings 1802 28 

Duties and jurisdiction of 1878, 5, 17, 60, 53, 54; 1870 71 

under the law of 1884. 1884 43 

Increased powers of, discussion In relation to shippers to carriers 188ti 81 

law giving additional power to « 1887 005 

Duties of, enlarged by legislature 1302 24 

Jurisdiction of 180128, 882 

Old and new laws compared 1802 25 

Duties and powers discussed 1802 21, 80 

Duties and powers as defined by the United States supreme court 1804 190 

Lawsofl888, granting additional power and making elective 188S 81 

Decisions of , enforced in courts 1802 21, 80 

In different states 1878 62 

Expenses of board of railroad commissioners, by states 1807242,248 

In Great Britain 1878 67 

Original organization of 1878 3 

O0MMT88IONBB8— for Secretaries see Secretary of Board, 

Anderson, A. R., 

appointed 1881 8 

t«rm expired 1884 8 

Brown, Ed. O. 

elected 1002 8 

Campbell, Frank T. , 

appointed 1888 8 

elected 1880 8 

drew three years term by lot 1880 4 

term expired 1892 8 

Carpenter, O. C, 

appointed 1878 8 

resigned 1878 8 

Coffin, L. S., 

appointed 1882 8 

reappointed 1885 8 

term expired 1888 8 

Davidson, Chas. L. 

elected 1896 iv 

deceased— memorial statement 1897 1 

Dawson, E. A. , 

appointed to flU vacancy 1890 13 

elected 1807, 12:1900 10 

Doy. Peter A., • 

appointed 1878 3 

reappointed 1888 8 

elected 1889 8 

drew two years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired 1891 8 

reelected 1892 8 

term expired 1-95 iv 
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Luke, John W., 

elected 18 1 s 

re-elected 1904 ft 

deceased, memorial statement 1803^ 1; 1896 12 

McDlll, J. W., 

appointed 1873 3 

resigned 1881 3 

. reappointed 1881 3 

term expired 187 8 

Mowry, W., 

elected 1899 1> 

term expired 190 3 

Palmer. D. J 1899, 16; 1901 9 

Perkins, George W., 

elected 1898 S 

re-elected 1895 12 

' Smith, Spencer, 

appointed 1887 8 

elected 1889 3 

drew one year term by lot 1889 4 

re-elected 1890 3 

term expired 1893 3 

Wilson, James, 

appointed 1882 3 

resigned 1888 3 

Woodruff, M. a, 

appointed 1878 8 

term expired 1882 3 

Common Carkisbs must not discriminate in favor of themselves as private mer- 
chants..; 1889 10*8 

OOMMUTATION TiCKETS-see Potsenger Fare, 

OOMPARATiYiD Tonnage, in carloads and lees than carloads 1883 8S 

Competition, its effects on rates 1886 84 

CoNGKAiiMSNT IN Railboad Afvairs— «ee Publicity, 
CoNOESSiONH TO Labob SHippEBft— SCO Carload Mates. 
Condemnation Pboosedings— 

Cannotbemaintalned where company has no road in operation 1893 138 

Commissioners no authority to compel the railroad companies to exorcise 1806 101 

Duty of carrier to exercise in certain cases 1891 823 

Law granting for depot purposes 1884 88 

Right to exercise not included in right of eminent domain 18S7 879 

Right of way, additional 1900 4 

Applications for — 

Algona, by Iowa Central 1809 44 

Allison, byC. G. W 1902 80O 

Appanoose county, by Iowa & St. Louis 1902 210 

Bayfield, by R, C.R. &N 1900 84 

Black Bawk county, by G. Q. W 1900.110:1901 177 

Boone county, byC. &N.-W ......."........'.1900, 87, 89; 1903 198 

Butler county, by Illinois Central . 1900 88 

Calhoun county, by M. C. & Ft. Dodge 19Ui 2U0 

CarrolUbyM. C.&Ft.D 1902 200 

Carroll county, by C. &N.-W 1900 168 

Charles City, Cedar Falls & Minnesota R'd Co. v. land owners 1896 U> 

Cedar Rapids, C. &N.-W. avdB., C. R. &N. R'ys v. land owners 1886 24 

Cedar Rapids, by Dubuque & Sioux City 1901 178 

Chickasaw county, by C. G. W 1901 170 

Clarion, by M. C, & Ft. D 1902 278 

Davenport, by C, R.L &P 1898, 77; 1901 17i: 

Des Moines, C, B &Q. R'd Co. v. Thomas Caughan, Sr., etal 1885 640 

Des Moines, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1891 787 

Des Moines, by Des Moines Union R'y Co 1900, 84 1901 178 
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Condemnation Procvkj>ivqs— Continued, Tear Page 
Applications for— Continued. 

Dixon. R., B., O. K. & N. R'y Co. v. G. W. King, et al 1884 flOO 

Dnbnqne, Union Depot Company of 1886 480 

Ehler. Unbnqne & Sioux City R'd Co. t. certain land owners 1899 146, 221 

Kldrldge Junction, byC, M. &8t. P 1896 60- 

Bsthenrille, byB., C. R. &N 1890 «7 

BstherviUe. byM. &8t. L. R'y 1900 206 

BTanst on. Mason City & Ft. Dodge T. certain land owners 1891 798 

Fayette county, byC. G. W 1902, 207; 1006 190,200 

Ft. Dodge, byM. & St. L 1902 200 

Gterner, Finch A Hay ward of , inquiries conoerDlng 1884 648 

Gooee Lake, C. &N.-W. R'y Co. V. certain property owners. 1890 947 

Greene ooonty, by C. & N.-W. R'y 1900, 85,86,87,88.80,00,168 

Harrison county, byC &N.-W 1901 522 

Hardin county, by D. & 8. C. R'd 1003 208 

Hogleetal., by D. & 8. C 1908 297 

Iowa City, byC, R. I. &P. R'yCo 1808 62 

Jefferson county, by C, Ft. M. & D. M. R'y 1900 190 

Jefferson county, byC, R. I. & P 1901 176 

Kossuth county, by C. &N.-W 1902 201 

Lawrence, by Gowrie & N. W 1900 168 

Louiaaand Washington counties, by C, R. L &P 1003 240 

Macuta, Chicago, SantaFe&Cal. R'yOo. v. John Tager et al 1887 786 

Manson, byC. R. I. &P 1800 45 

Marsh, by Iowa Central 1900 82 

Marshalltown, by C. G. W 1902 208 

Millscounty, byC, B. &Q 190S 196 

Montgomery county, by C. , B. &Q 1903 197 

Oelwein, for tracks to shops of C. G. W. R'y Co 1805, 186; 1800, 36; 1903 307 

Oelweln, by C. G. W 1902 207 

Onawa, Cherokee & Dakota R'd Ca v. certain land owners 1888 700 

OsceoUfc, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. v. land owners 1806 26 

Osceola, C, B. & Q. R'd Co. V. land owners 1806 27 

Oskaloosa, byB. AW 1003 292 

Oskalooea, Cent. Iowa R'y V. Baldwin, Mary, et al 1886 572 

Oskaloosa, on Iowa Central 1807 46 

Oto, Cnerokee & Dakota R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1888 708 

Ottumwa, C, M. &8t. P. R'y Co. v. Daniel & Bridget 8ughrua. 1884 502 

Ott am wa, for union depot at 1887 600 

Pottawattamie county, by C. G. W 1003 105 

Poweshiek county, by Iowa Central 1002 205 

Sheldon, Cherokee & Dakota T. certain land owners 1888 686 

Sioux City, byC, ht. P., M. &0 1002 202 

Sioux City, Sioux City, Chicago & Baltimore R'y Co. v. certa'n land owners 1898 135 

StormLake, byM. &St. L 1900 144 

Storycounty, byC. & N.-W 1901 621 

Storycounty, byN. & N. W 1908 200 

Vinton, byB., C. R. &N 1800 88 

Washington county, byC, R. L &P 1001 177 

Waterloo, Dub. A 8. U. R'd Co. v. Waterloo Water Co. et al. , petition in 1800 801 

Waterloo, Dub. & 8. C R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1890 053 

Warerly, by Waverly Short Line 1898 31 

Webster county, byM. & St. L 1902 200 

Webster county, byM. 0. & Ft. D 1001 178 

West Liberty, byC, R. I. &P 1800 43 

WestUberty, by B , C. R. &N 1000 83 

West Liberty, byC. R. I. &P 1000 186 

Woodbury county, byC, St. P., M. &0 1902 202 

Wright county, byM. C. & Ft. D 1902,301,204,208 

Condition OF Roads, improved physical 1801 25 

Condition or Roadbed & Track of O. & St. L 1902 227 
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Condition or Wbstebn RAiLROADS-see Hailroad Situation, etc. 

Amount of business offered rallroadB UOl 4 

CONTISOATIOir OF OOAL BT RAILWAY OOMPANT— 

Barfoot, G., Ayrshire, v. C. R. I. &P 1608 277 

CONrLICTINO AND DlBPUTBD PBOVIBIORB OF THE LAW— SCO Xau>. 

CoNVSCTioif. CB088INO, disonsslon of 1884 79 

CoNBiDSBATioN, TAXES VoTBD FOB Railboadb, A Pabt OF— See 8tation». 

CoffSiDEBATiOH OF lowA Railboadb, dlscnssed 1879 00 

Contbactb— 

Roadworkby 1891 26 

Quotation of rates by agents and acceptance thereof constitutes 1888 600 

For exemption of liabibty for flres set by engines 1896 xxxt 

Oonceming contract of release from 11 ability by Are caused by railway company . . . 1897 lfi5 

CoNTBAOT, Violation of— 

Berry, W. T., Marsballtown, y. W., I. AN., in providing crossing 1888 657 

Davison, M., Piano, v. Wabash, in building side track, etc 1882 649 

Day, F. A., Castana, y. Maple River R'd Ck>. , in location of railroad 1884 Sb5 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. &N.-W. R'y, failure to construct side track. 1888 573 

Elliott, W. P., MomingSun, y. C, B. &Q., failure to fence , 1883 720 

Fauser, W. D., Wirt, y. H. &S., violation of right of way contract 1887 682 

Fort Dodge, dtyof, v. O., R. I. P. etal., failure to operate road 1839982,987 

Harshbarger, W. A. , Oakland Mills, v. St. L. , EL & N. W. , failure to provide 

crossings and fence in consideration of right of way .. 1802 S41 

Hunter, A., Wyman, v. B. &N. W., failure to build cattle guards, fences, etc.... 1888 701 

Eenyon, F. L., etal., Iowa City, v. B., C. R. &N., failure to run chair cars 18^ 675 

Macrae, D., mayor of Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. & P., andC. & N.-W., in aban- 
doning Coui:cil bluffs as Western terminus 1892 845 

Orillla, sitisensof, v. C. G. W., in maintaining station 1894 233 

Phelan, James, Maitlai\d, Dak. y. C, M. & St. P. R'y Go., failure to furnish 

shipping facilities 1885 512 

See vers, W. A., etal., Oikaloosa, v. Central lowa, station accommodations 1886 20 

Springer, A. , Prairie City, v. O. . R. 1. & P. , refusal to redeem commutation tickets 1^85 680 

Torkelson, Nels, etaL, Aust'n, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to put in station 1898 863 

Taggy, £. H., Audubon, v. B., C. R. &N., on rates on emigrant movables 1886 5B3 

CoNyxsTiON OF State Railboad Comm ibsionebs— 

With iDteratate commerce commission 1889, 19; 1891, SO-29; 189 , 44; 1803 40a 

1894. 881; 1895. xxxviii; 1896, 10; 1807, 11; 899. 14; 1900 

With commissioners of surrounding states 1881 164 

CoNBTRiTOTioir AooouRTB, open discussed 1878 88^80 

CoNTBOL OF Railboadb bt GoyEBNMENT— see Government Control. 

Control bt State— see StcUe ControL 

CoNTBOL OF Station Obounds— see Omnibus Privileges. 

CoRyENTiOR Rates— see BcUes. 

CooLET, Judge. T. M., on "Railroad Commissioners" 1888 45 

Address on ' The Railway Problem" 189c 20 

Article on "Popular and Legal Views of Traffic Pooling" 1887 84 

COBN Rates, request of commissionc s for temporary reduction of 1886 619 

Cost— 

Average of roads in different states 1880 175 

Difficulty in obtaining information on 1884 17 

Discussion on 1887 61 

Earnings of , in exces.s of 6 per cent, on $30,000 per mile. 1891 33, 37 

Of construction per mile 1878 35 

Of equipment per mile 1878 a6 

To move frt^lght, per ton per mile, di.sca*wod . 1884, 29; 1888 704-783 

Of Oveb and Under Railroad Cboshinos, Appobttonment or— see Crossings. 

Couplers— Automatic—and Brakes— seoalFo^ u/o/^ia^tc Couplers. 

Automatic, paperon, by Com mi>«ioner Coffin 18^5, 92; 1887, 51: 1889 47 

Comparative table .. laOD, 18; 1900 9 

Different types of couplers considered .. 1891 201,25 

Discussion of Iowa law requiring their use 18D0, 7; 1900 5 
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1891 


18 


1892 


45 


1884 


40 


1834 


89 


1900 
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V 

CoxTPLxaB—Conttnued. 

Generally naed : 

Law ooncerniiiK 

Recommendatioiifl of commiasloaers* convention for law concerning , 

Teetof. in Masaachnaetta, reported 

CouPLiHO Oars— 

Loos of life and personalinjarjdiBoiiflaed 1834 

Com paratiye table of 

CouBTS, Caseb Pending in— Bbpobt or ATPOKBrmY-QmrsajLij-^Bee Litfgniion. 

State courts to take cognizance of order of oommlflaioners 1891 868 

CBoaBiNGS Farm— 

At grade, and over or under grade, diacuflfled 1898, 18, 25; 1900 8 

Decision of aupreme court regarding 1892 25, 28 

Matters of public right, decision by supreme court 1892 28 

Overhead farm crossing, decision of supreme court on, discussed 1892 28, 29 

Legislation recommended 1889, 48; 1891, 48:1899, 7; 1901 8 

Undergrade or overhead 1900 4 

OOMPIiAINTS CONCBBNINO— PSTITIONS FOB— 

Alexander, T. K., Storm Lake, v. M. &8t. L, caUle guard 1901 490 

Ammundaon, L O., Radcliffe, V. O. AN. W., open 1908 288 

Amundson, Helga, BUsworth, v. O. &N.-W., obstructed by snow 1888 78^ 

Anderaon, W. M., St. Oharles, V. D. M. & K. C, at grade 1897 28 

Arnold, Q. P., Garden Grove, v. 0. B. &Q., undergrade « 1908 810 

Arthurs, 0. H. Oakland Mills, V.St. L., K.&. N.-W 1900 182 

Barnes, R. H. &J. H., Olivet, v. 0., B.I. &. P., under open 1808 261 

Barnett, E. D., Linden, v. C, M. &St. P., undergrade 1903 260 

Bartholow, J. M., Rembrandt, v. M. & St. L 1908 814 

Battem, Charles, StormLake, v. M. & St. L, cattle guards at 1902 285 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. D. AS. C. (111. Cent.), under IbOl 826 

Beech, A. A , ColUns, v. C, M. &St. P., cattle guards 1900 214 

Bendicksen.G. Lake Mills, V. O. &.N.-^.. ordinary 1901 667 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. W. I. & N., contract for, violated 1886 610 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. C. G. W., under crossing 1896 164 

Bevans, Mrs. I. S., Redding v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 1900 202 

Blackman. G. M., Newton, v. C, R. I. &. P , at gradefarm 1890 909 

Blakely, A. J., Grinnell, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 1908 240 

Blosser, Sam, Patterson v. C, B. I.&P., open 1902 279 

Brand, Earl, New Hampton, v. C. G. W., repair of crossing 1902 291 

Brockman, William, Baxter, v. C, St. P. &K C. , open farm 1890 912 

BrowneU, H. &. Spirit Lake, v. C, M. & St. P, open-cattle guard 1892 845 

Brubaker, B. F., Orilla, v. C. G. W., undergrade 1900 184 

Buffham, Joe, LohrvlUe, V. 0. G W. undergrade 1902 29S 

Bunker, M., Traerv. C. &N.-W., condition of cattle pass 1901 489 

Burkhalter, A. C. , Rockwell City, v. C. , M. & St. Paul, cattle guards 1900 155 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. C. & N.-W., at grade 1888 680 

Bums, W. W., Cromwell, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 1901 605 

Buttles, C, Corwith, v. lowaOentral, undergrade 1900 198 

CJain. Dennis, Arthur, O. & N.-W., unsuitable 1888 720 

Calderwood, H., Traer, v. B. C. R. & N., undergrade 1901 462 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, v. C, M. &St. P., location of 1890 846 

Cole, Lyman, V. B., C. B&N., under, petition for 1896 157 

Oole, J. F. G., BerUn, v. 0. G. W. , condition of 1908 274 

Cooter, David, Flugstad, v. Crooked Creek, ordinary 1901 519 

Critohfleld, J. W., Lucas, v. C, B. & Q., ordinary 1895 186 

CruzeJ. B., Vincennes, v. C, R. I. &P., renewal of bridge 1899 62 

Onnnlngham & Jones, Marshalltown, v. C. , M. & St. P. , petition for 1892 830 

Cutler G. L, Clarion v. M. C. & Ft. D., open and cattle guards 1887 716 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. &Ft. D., under farm 1889 1089 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. & Ft. D.. petition for under 1890 850 

Cutler, G. L 1898 23 

Dalliner, Simon, Mt. Pleasant, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 1900 218 



Digitized by 



Google 



394 INDEX. 

COMPLAINTB COTHQHRNJVQ- Continued. Year Page 

Davis, J. K.. Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., open 1888 7S 

Davis, B. F., Oompotine, v. C, M. &St. P., undergrade 1902 267 

Davitt, James, Cammlngs, v. 0. G. W., under 1895 12S 

Deadrick, John, Cedar Falls, v. C. & N.-W., undergrade 1900 206 

Deitken, 0., Council Bloffs, v. M. O. & Ft. D., undergrade 1902 29S 

Denison, T. W., Clarion, v. M. 0. &Ft. D. replacing and repairing farmcrossing. 1806 52 

Dennis, I. Y. Coralvllle, v. C, R. I. &P., under, failure to maintain 1889 979 

Deluhery, T., Sumner, v. M. AN. W., farm and cattle guards 188fl 596 

Dudgeon, Liafayette, fledrick, v. C, M. &St., P. undergrade 1902 283 

Duncan, C. H., Columbus Junction, v. C, B. I. &P., condition of undergrade 1903 827 

Eckstein, H. , etal., Cresco, v. C, M. & St. P., open 1885 202 

Edge, H. M. Tipton, v. B , C. R. &N.. undergrade 1900 125 

Eanessy, P., New Hampton, v. C, St. P. &K. C, petition for under 18P9 1073 

Bnnessy, P. New Hampton, v. C. G. W., defective under bridge 1893 167 

Erickson, A. M., Marathon, v. C. , M. & Sc. P., undergrade 1900 137 

Evans, Mrs. J. W., Williamsbarg, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1901 468 

Evans, , Elma, v. C. G. W., undergrade 190-2 249 

Faneer, W. D., Wirt, v. H. &S., contract providine, Ignored 1887 682 

Fisher, R. a, Knoxvllle, V. C, R. r. &P., overhead 1882 420 

Fordyce, Harry, Llbertyville, v. C, R. I . & P , petition for farm 1888 609 

^ Fox, John, Dallas Center, v. C, R. I &?., undergrade 1901 515 

Frederlckson, J. P.. Ruthven, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1903 316 

Fuller, H. B., Kalo, v. M. &8t. L., petition for farm 1885 563 

Gaston, H. F., Traer, ▼. C. &N.-W., cattle pass, condition 1901 514 

Gaston, H. F., Traer, v. I.. M. AN. W., undergrade 1899 116 

Geomatz, John, Auburn, v. 111. Cent., undergrade 19U0 149 

George, W. C. , Collins, v. C, M. & St. P. , undergrade cattle pass 1899 83 

Glays, J., Llbertyville, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition as per contract 1893 237 

Gonsetto, L. H., East Peru, v. O. G. W., establishment of 1908 327 

Gravatt, C, Traer, V. C.& N.-W., R'y, undergrade .... : 1809 113 

Graves, R. T., Mason City, v. M. 0. 6s F. D., under 1895 36 

Gray, W. A., Albla, v. Iowa Central R'y, at grade 1890 69 

Griffin, John, Hedrick, v. C, M. &8t. P., petltionfor 1900 139 

Hamilton, William R. , Washington, v. C , R. I. & P. , under bridge 1898 145 

Hankee, August, Wall Lake, v. C. & N.-W., petition for open 1886 499-552 

Hansen, N. M., Albert City, v. C, M. & St. P., open 1901 507 

Harris. J. S., New Market, v. K. & W., cattle guard 1901 623 

Harris, J. S. , New Market, v. K. & W. , undergrade 1908 320 

Haynee. S., Cummings, v. C. G. W., undergrade 1900 174 

Haynes, S. , Cammlngs, v. C. G. W. , condition of undergrade 1903 295 

Heavilin, S. R., Gladbrook, v. C. G. W., replacing 1807 122 

Helmer, M. F., Mechaniosville, v. O. & N.-W., repairs on 1894 274 

Helmer & Gortner. Mechaniosville, v. C. & N .- W, blocking of 1908 317 

Helphrey, L. S. , Metz, v. C. , R. I. & P. , undergrade 1002 287 

Helhprey, L. S., Newton, v. N. & N. W., undergrade 1903 814 

Hickman, O. J. , Metz, v. C. , R. I . & P. , petition to restore plank in 1891 769 

Hickman, C. J., Metz, v. C, R. L&P., defective farm 1808 852 

Holmes, W., etal., v. O. & N.-W., cattle guards 1900 115 

Holschlag, Henry, New Hampton, v. C. G. W., cattle pass 1902 288 

Hoover, C. E. , Delphos, v. C, B. & Q., under and cattle guard 1889 1004 

Hopkins. David, Panora, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for under 1893 225 

Howard, JohnS., Sac City, v. C, M. & St. P., additional ^ 1900 142 

Hnber, M. , Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guard 1901 ' 491 

Humphrey, Sanford, Jefferson county, v. C, R. I. & P., protest against filling 

crossing under bridge 1893 207 

Irwin, Mrs. J. 8., Tama, v.C. & N.-W 1900 209 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. C. M. & St. P., petition for open 1889 1063 

Jacobson, K. J. , Pickering, v. Iowa Central, overhead 1908 821 

Jamison, A. F., LohrvlUe, v. M. C. & Ft. D., undergrade 1906 269 

Jarvis, Myers. Morning Sun, v. Iowa Central, cattle guards and fencing .•... 1896 153 

Johnson, William S., Ames, v. C. & N. -W. , undergrade 1908 245 

Keller, R F., Knowlton, V. C. Q. W., condition of 1908 296 

Kendall, J. F.. Fredricksbnrg v. C. G. W., undergrade 1898 89 
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Kiel, DeKalb, V. H. & 8., petition for farm 1892 831 

EornB, Jacob, Hartwlck, t. C. & N.-W., under, failure to repair. 1801 780 

Lamb, L., WhatCheer, v. O. & N.-W., undergrade 190O 102 

Lang. D. B., Lever, v. 0., R. I. & P., at grade 1908 802 

Lawson, W., Fairfield, v. 0., B. I. & P., ordinary 1901 514 

Lee. O. G., Amee. v. O. & N. -W. , overhead 1900 157 

Leman, J. H. .Golfax, v. C. R I. & P., ordinary, at grade 1895 188 

Lewis, J. F., NewHamptoo, v. C. Q. W. , petition for open farm 1898 208 

Lister, William, Newton, v. O. , B. I. & P. . petition for open 1880 1082 

Lockwood, L. N., Coldwater, v. I., M. & N. W., undergrade 1890 104 

Long, F. H., Manning, v. W. C. & Ft. D 1003 214 

•Longman, A., Logan, v. Ft. D. & O., undergade 1900 217 

Loop, H. D., Traer, v. 0. A N.-W., open 1008 281 

Lynch, P., New Hampton, v. C, St. P. & K. 0., undergrade ... 1888,701; 1880,978; 1899 89 

Lyons, P., Navan, v. C. M. & St. P., undergrade 1899 64 

Madson, O., etal.. Creeco, v. O., M. & St. P., open 1896 202 

Martin, J. H., Tripoli, v. C. , St. P. & K. 0. , protest against removing 1890 872 

Martin. J., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., with cattle guards 1898 60 

May, James, Bussell, v. C. B. &Q., to highway 1900 119 

Maxwell, Isaac, Indianola, v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 1903 299 

Mercer. F. M., Victor, v. O., B. LAP., condition of undergrade 1903 297 

Meyer, Arend, Holland, v. B., O. B. & N., undergrade 1897 70 

Miller, James T. , Bristow. v. Dub. & Dak. , Imoassable condition of 1886 601 

MiUer, J. H., Foster, v. O., M. & Bt. P., to highway 1000 184 

Mills, O., Lewis, v. C, B. I. & P., undergrade 1001 602 

Moritz, George, Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guards at 1902 27S 

MorriPOD, D., Arthur, v. O. & N.-W., petition to repair under 1891 791 

McClelland, a. Des Moines, v. Inter-Urban B'y Co 1903 268 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C, M. & St. P., overhead farm 1886,587; 1880 975 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C, M. & St. P., boards decision disnusaed 1892 28 

Supreme Court's opinion in 1892 893 

McGonegle, Jas., Delmar, v. C, M. & St. P., relocation 1000 101 

Nelson, Bertha. Keokuk, v. C, B. I. & P. cattle guards at 1002 247 

Nichols. John, Hast Peru, V. C. Q. W., undergrade 1002 271 

Nolle, 0., Sumner, V. C. G. W. , undergrade cattle pass 1001 507 

Norton, B. P. , Oresco, v. C. , M. & St. P. , board's decision discussed 1800 916 

O'Brien, P. M., Letts, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1903 236 

Obye, L., Lohrvllle, v. C. & N.-W., undergrade 19C0 105 

Overholt, E. S.. Wyoming, v. O. & N.-W., petition for under 1893 213 

Palmer, John, Knowlton. v. C. G. W. , improper drainage 1908 325 

Pease, John, Farragut, v. C . , B. & Q. , petition for reopening farm 1898 22 

Peek, J.W., Truro, v. D. M. &K. C, open 1895, 193; 1900 112 

Petit, Ohas., Storm Lake, V. M. & St. L, cattle guard 1901 491 

Phlpps, A. 8., Farragut, v. C. B. &Q., open 1898 15 

Pine, N. A., Algona, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1898 48 

Poorbaugh, H., Colfax, v. C, B. I. &P., at grade 1896 117 

Plato, O. for A. Bartlett. Correction viUe, v. III. Cent., open crossing 1896 139 

Pratt, F. B. Auburn, V. III. Cent., undergrade 1901 465 

Prjor, A. M., LeoD, v. D. M. & K. C. petition for farm 1891 812 

Bimathe, Jasper, Slater, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade 1902 248 

Boadman, L. E., Dairy ville, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade 1901 508 

Boot, CharlesB., v. B. C. B. &N., cattle guard 1903 211 

Byan, B. B. J. , Leighton, V. C. , B. I. & P. , over 1804 240 

Sackrider, D., Maquoketa, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1900 185 

Sampson, L. B. , Altoona, v. C. , B. I. & P. , open crossing 1901 381 

Sargent, O. G. Sr., Vlncennes, v. C, B. I &P., with oaf.tle guards 1901 627 

Scanlon, Thomas, Grafton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for farm 1892 845 

Schachel, Wm., Burlington, v. C, B. I. &P 1902 802 

Schade, Conrad, Glenwood, v. *J. , B. &Q., petition to leave, under bridge 1902 856 

Schrimper, Mrs. F., Linn Junction, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1897 129 

Schwab, L., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Cent., undergrade 1900 195 

Sconce, W. F.,Delpho9, v. C, B. &Q.. undergrade 1900 207 

Scott, M. v., Mechanicsville, v. C. &N..W 1903 292 
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Schrimper. B. D., Bobixu, v. 0., M. &St. P.. repairs of 1902 286 

Smith, J. H., Ira, t. 0. G. W., petition to open farm crossing as per oontract 19^ S31 

Smith, E. C, Grown, t. 0., B. & Q. , petition for under farm 1898 888 

Smith, Mrs. M., Storm Lake, v. M. &St. L., cattle gnard 1901 48S 

Stanton, Franklin, Shenandoah, v. O. & St. L., dangerous 1888 76 

Stephens, A. 0., Glldden, y. O. &N.-W., petition for open trm 1888 728 

Stevens, Albert, Acme, t. O. O. W., location of 1908 28B 

Stouifer, Q. H., Marshalltown. v. O. G. W 1900 163 

Stoner, M. D., lowaOlty, v. G., R. I., G. &S., undergrade 1006 318 

Stubbs, Hedrick, V. B. &W., condition of 1900 206 

Swain, J. W., Guthrie county, t. G., M. & St. P., petition for under 1896 241 

fiwlsher, J. D. W., Sigourney. v. G., B. I. &P., over ... 1896, 116; 1897 17 

Taylor, W. L., Sibley, v.B., G. B. &N., undergrade 1900 186 

Tlce. F.L. J. H., Monroe, t. C, B. I. & P. , with cattle guards 1908 275 

Trout, B. B., Beaeoner, y. G., B.I. &P., undergrade 1906 228 

Tunnicliffe, G. andG., Bingham, y. O. & St. L., petition for open 1898 214 

TanDomselaar M. , Pella, y. G., B. I. &P., undergrade 1906 282 

YanZante. Tunis, Otley, y. G., B.I. &P., with cattle guard 1908 875 

Walker, H., Logan, y. Ft. D. & O., location 1900 147 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, y. M. ASt. L., takingup plank 1896 100 

Walleok, S. M., Shambaugh, y. G., B. &Q., petition for open 1898 766 

Walsh. J. H., Dickens, y. G., M. &8t. P., bridge 1900 160 

Walters, H. P., Bockwell Gity, y. 111. Gent., undergrade 1898 01 

Waltershied, A., GedarBapids, y. G., M. & St. P. , at grade 1901 160 

Warfel, B, F., Washington, y. G., B. L &P., under, for stock 1895 287 

Warnook, Alexander, Sigourney, y. B, G. B. &N., petition for under 1898 807 

Wamock, Alexander, case, petition for under 189i 18 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, y. B. , G. B. & N. (test case), in court 1803 171 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, attorney-general's report concerning 1896xxxviii 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, supreme court's opinion or discussion of 1890 5 

Welday, James, Fairchild, y. G., Ft. M. & D. M., open 1895 141 

Westhook, D. H., Letts, y. M.N. &S., undergrade 1900 57 

decree of district court in 1900 06 

White, Dr. S. S., Creston, y. G., B. &Q., protest against filUng under bridge 1898 218 

Wiley, J.. Storm Lake, y. M. & St. L., cattle guard 1901 490 

Wilson, Isaac, Henderson, y. G. , B. & Q. , open 1898 63 

Wilson, I., Henderson, y. G., B. &Q., cattle guard 1901 472 

Wilson, W. P., Elberon, y. G. &N.-W., condition of undergrade 1901 506 

Wright, Geo. G. , Kniflln, y. 111. Gent. . undergrade 1901 467 

Zarcher, Farmersburg, y. G. , M. & St. P. , petition for under 1891 770 

Gbosbinos, Highway— 

At grade, their construction oyer station grounds discussed 1883 16-156 

Expense of relocation must be borne by railroad company, opinion by attorney* 

general 1880 1065 

Discusilonof 1896, 10; 18«8. 7; 1899 7 

Legislation recommended 1885, 00; 1889, 89; 1891 44 

Jurisdiction of commission in ordering 1884, 172; 1898 7 

Should railway companies grade full width on right of way? 1896 185 

Undergrade and overhead discussed i 1900 4 

Numberinlowa 1898, 1; 1900 290 

Becommeodations concerning .«. 1901 8 

Number of 1901 82 

Petitions for, Gomplaints Goncerning— 

Adam. W. G., Blma, v. G. G. W., condition of undergrade 1903 284 

Adams, B. M., road superyisor, Glarke county, y. G., B. &Q 1891 729 

Anderson, WllllamM., St. Gharles, y. D. M. & K. G. alley 1897 S3 

Anderson, Frank, Dawson, y. CV, M. & St. P., concerning rights of county 1896 64 

Arcadia, towuof. y. G. &N.-W., opening street 1897 88 

Bargfriede, WUUam, etal., Arcadia, y. G. &N.-W.. street crossing 1882 847 

Bamum, township trustees, y. 111. Gent . , inadequate oyerhead 1901 479 

Batavia, town of, y. G. , fi. & Q. B'y, unfit condition of undergrade 1801 606 

Baxter, township trustee of , y. G. G. W., dangerous 1900 ISl 

Belmond, M. S. Paige of, y. M. G. & Ft. D.. flagman for street crossing 1900 154 
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Binford, J. D., Allen's Grove, v. C, M. & St. P. . unsafe cordltion of 1886 656 

BoatWTlght, li . J. , Hastie, v. Wabash, petition for reopenin g of 1892 887 

Backler, D.» New Hampton, v 0. O. W., unfit condition of 1808 77 

Brooks, M., etal., v. 0. & N. W.. dangerous 1804 844 

Bryan, J. C, Bouton, v. C, M. & St P., petition for 1800 950 

Buck. R. ▲., State Center, v. C. &N.'W., dangerous street crossing 1908 861 

BuenaYlstaoounty, y. C & N. -W. , opening crossing 1809 61 

Bureh, A. M.. road super Tisor, Dixon, v. B., C. R. &N., defective 1880 1081 

Calhoun county, supervisors of , v. Gowrie&N. W., improper construction 1900 162-176 

Carpenter, for board of supervisors, Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent. , petition for 1896 68 

Cedarcounty, supervisors of , v. B., C. R. &N., dangerous 1899 62^ 

Cedar Rapids, township trustees of, v. C, M. & St. P., dangerous .. .. 1899 IS 

Center township, Mills county, v. C, B. &Q., dangerous condition of 1886 6<8 

Centerville, B. F. Eendig of, v. lowaCent., condition of. 1900 184 

Chariton, O. J. Qittingerof, v. C, B. &Q , establishment of 1900 2ia 

Clarke, J. 8., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q.. opening streets across right of way ... . 1892 882 

Coffin, L. S. . V. 111. Cent, and M. & St. L. , dangerous at Ft. Dodge 1888 713 

Comstock, J. L. , et al. , Hardy, v. B. , C. R. & N. , petition for street crossing. .. 18&6 182 

CordeU, J. L., road supervisor, Boone, v. D. H , N. & W., petition for.... 1808 227 

Corsant. Benjamin, etal., Bagley. v. C. M. &St. P., petition for 1898 208 

Corwith, citizeneof, v. M. & St. L., petition for 1886 692 

Crawford, M. A, Qiard, v. C. M. & St. P.. failure to plank 1897 14a 

Creighton, M. C. , Madrid, v. C. , M. & St. P , overhead street 1901 491 

Davenport, township trustees of, v. C. , R. I. & P , dangerous lOuO lia 

Davis, Geo. W. , mayor of Hastings, v. C. , B. & Q. . for flagman at 1802 881 

Davis. L. B., Bridgewater, v. C, B. &Q., pntitionfor 1804 811 

Dennis, J. B., Traer. v. B., C. R. &N , dangerous 1008 226- 

Dicker, F. B. , Correction vlUe, v. C. & N. -W. , relocation of highway 1801 700 

Dodd, Andrew, Traer, v. B., C. R. AN 1882 628 

Dundee, Arthur Leeof, v. C. G. W., establishment of 1000 208 

Durant, town of, v. C, R. I. & P., warning bell at 1002 260 

Elkport, town of, v'.C, M. & St. P., failure to plank 1807 148 

Brlckson, Brick, Pickering, v. Iowa Central, cattle guards 1008 28a 

Fayette, Joe Fockler of . v. C, M. & St. P., dangerous 1000 126 

Felton, J. B , supervisor, New Virginia, v. D. M. &K. C, defective. 1892 780 

Ferguson, W. P., county attorney. Page county, Shenandoah, for board of 

supervisors, v. C. . B. & Q. , petition for highway crossing 1898, 262 ; 1894 172 

Ft. Dodge, city of, v. C. , R. I. & P. and M. & St. L., overhead street 1892 802 

Francis, P. H. , Cedar Rapids, inquiry as to duty of railway company as to grade 1896 196 

Frantz, &, G., BlalrMtown, v. C. &N.-W.. petition for 1894 816- 

French, D. A., rood supervisor, Rowan, v. B., C. R. & N., petition for 1892 864 

Funk, J. H., Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., dangerous and dark street crossing 1896 69- 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, dangerous obstruction 1887 687 

Gambell, W. C, Sigoumey, v. C, R. I. &P. , condition of overhead 1908 819 

Graff, N. H., v. C. &N.-W., dangerous street crossing 1896 128 

Harlan, O. F. Richland, v. C. , M. & St . P. , condition of undergrade 1908 296 

Havlland, D. A., Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L. and IlL Cent., dangerous 1886 609 

Hersom, H., Diagonal, V. H. &S., highway 1894 261 

Hill & Hall, Wesley, v. C. R. , G. & N. W., street crossing in Titonka 1899 lia 

Hillyard, P., New London, v. C, B. & Q., overhead 1908 241 

^ Hudnutt, E. E. et al., Carnforth v. C. & N.-W 1908 278 

Hunt, C. H. , Shell Rock, v. B., C. R. &N., out of repair 1901 4e^ 

HutchinsoQ, attorney for Sioux county supervisors, v. C. & N- -W. , undergrade. . 1896 71 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county, near Maurice .* — 1897 69 

Independence township, Jasper county, trustees of, v. W. I. &N., unsafe 1886 643 

Johnson, Hiram, Casey, V. C, R. I & P., overhead 1906 241 

Johnson, H.Casey, v. C. R. I &P., petition for 1896 166 

Jost, F. J. , mayor of Remsen, v. 111. Cent, defective, street 1892 839 

Keep, Fred A., Rock Rapids, v. C, M. & St. Paul, dangerous highway 1884 696 

Kendig, B. F., road supervisor, CentervlUe, v. Iowa Cent. R'y undergrade 1898 78 

Klncaid, A. W., Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L.,E. & N. W., overhead, defective 18S9 1086- 

Kossuth county, R. A. Lyonsof, v. C. &N.-W 1900 178- 
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Kossnth countj, supervisors of, v. C. A N. -W. , location of 1901 485 

Kubi^h. M. A. , county supervisor. Ft. Madison, v. C. , M . & St. P. , establishment of 1902 2T3 

Lamoille, trusteesof, v. C.&N.-W., unfit conditions of 1898 170 

Latham, Fred, Ft. Dodge, v. IlL Cent, et al , obstructing view of 1890 847 

Laubaoh, H. Goldfield, V. C. & N.-W., highway 1894 254 

Lestina, road supervisor^, Froelich, v. C, M. &&t. P., overflow of 1897 119 

Louisa county, supervisors, v . Iowa Cent, et al. , undergrade 1896 34 

Long C peek township, Van Wert, v. H. AS., overhead, too low 1897 124 

Luther, C. D., road supervisor. Marcus, v. 111. Cent., grading road crossing 1808 245 

Manchester, city of, V. 111. Cent., dangerous '.. 19G2 251 

Marshall county, supervisors of v. C. & N. - W. , i>etition for new highway crossing 

on relocation of highway 1880 1064 

Marshall county, D. W. Hayneof v. C. G. W., repair of 1900 205 

McCam, O. A., Princeton, v. D. R. L & N. W., dangerouB 1901 385 

McGregor, city of v. C. , M. & St. P. , over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

McKlmpsonL. Thay«r, v. C, B. &Q., petition for 1897 112 

Merritt, George H. Glidden, v. C. & K. -W. , refusal to put In 1885 569 

Meyers, N. W., Lamoille, v. C. and N. -W. , condition of approaches 1896 109 

Manbeck, O. T., Berwick, v. D. M., L F. & N., overhead 1903 247 

Miles J. B. etal., New Boston, v. A. T. &9b, F. . undergrade 1903 802 

Mitchellvllle, v. C, B. I. &. P., street across station grounds 1894 368 

Molsberry, M. M. . Clarksville, v. R , G. R. & N. , highway crossing 1896 129 

Moon,C. H. Ackworth, v. C, B. &Q., dangerous approach to.... ^ 1889 1047 

Moralee, C. Allison v. C. , St. P. & K. C. , petition for two highways 1891 817 

Mouw. B. etal., Sioux Center, v. S. CAN., dangerous 1896 110 

Muddy, H. C. Wetter of, v. O. &N.-W., improper construction 1900 176 

Murray, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q. , obstruction of view at highway 1886 565 

Nagle, Conrad, supervisors, Odebolt, v. C. &N.-W., defective highway 1892 827 

Neola. V. C, R. I. &P. andC, M. &St. P., overhead street crossings 1892 805 

New Sharon, town of, v. Iowa Central, improper condition of 1903 256 

Nicholas, James, road supervisor, Hamilton township, Iowa county, v. C. , M. & 

St. P., dangerous crossing near highway, Williamsburg 1891 795 

Page county, supervisors of, v. C, B. &Q., jurisdiction of commissions in estab- 
lishing highway crossings 1894 172 

Paul, T. H., Wyoming v.C, M. & St. P., condition of 1903 296 

Pofflnberger, A., Marshall county, v. C G. W. R»y, highway 1893 202 

Polk county, citizens of, v. C. , Si. P. &K. C, protest against, dangerous 1887 718 

Portland townihip, Algona, v. O. & N. -W. , petition for 1894 261 

Pottawattamie county, citizens of , v. C . . M . & St. P. better approaches to ... . — 1892 788 

Pottawattamie county, v. O. &St.L., petition to repcdr 1893 205 

Pundt, F. , Iowa county, v. C.,M. & St. P., petition for 1898, 260; 1894 314 

Raymond, J. C, Algona, v. B., C. R. &N., opening of 1897 51 

Raymond, J. C, Algona. v. C. &N.-W.. fallureto open 189B 71,76 

Raymond & Raymond, Algona, V. B.,C. R&N., at grade 1896 64 

Redmond, J. M., Cedar Rapids, v.C. &N.-W., electric slgnalfor 1893 137-188 

Reed, C. A., Menlo, inquiry concerning approaches to highway crossings 1901 509 

Richards, W.R., Owens of, v. 111. Cent, excavation 1900 205 

Rockwell City, incorporated town of, v. D. M. , N. & W. , street crossing 1896 47 

Rogers, F. B.. etal., Britt.v. C M. & St. P., petition for 1888 529 

Rogerii, H. A., Boone, v. C. &N.-W., petition for 1887 777 

Rolfes, Herman, Neola, v. Ft. D. &0., dangerous 1908 301 

Ruehle, Charles, Ruthven, v. C. R. I. &P., repairs on, drainage, etc 1894 802 

Rassell, John W. , et al. , Kilduff, v. Central Iowa, petition for 1884 637 

Russell, tovirnof. v. C.,B. &Q., establishment of street 1900 204 

sidewalk 1900 167 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., over station grounds 1886 561 

Scheib, W. T., Baldwin, v.C. & N.-W., undergrade street 1001 505 

Schooler, Peter, Summerset, v. C, R. I. &P., petition for highway crossing ... . 1886 SOO 

Shannon, B. S., Jamaica, v. C, M. & St. P., opening of street 1902 270 

Sherrick, JamesM., etal., Croton, v. C, R. I. &P 1908 270 

Simpson, J. H., Rock Valley, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1895 225 

Sprague, J. F. , Russell, v. C , B. &Q. , complaint should show what street 1898 43 
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Steamboat Rook, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, street crossing at grade 1896 82 

Storm Lake, citjr of, V. Minn* & St. Louis, opening of street 1902 2S0 

Superrisors of Stoiy county V. D. M. , I. F & M., proper construction of 1902 272 

Thomas, A. D. . Fredericksburg, v. C G. W. , across station grounds 1S9S 156 

Thrap, F. J., Coin, v. O. &8t. L., improper condition of 1902 242 

Titonka, on C. R . O. & N. -W. , opening street in 1899 110 

Tomlinson, I. H., Albla. y. Iowa Central, etaL, condition of 1908 299 

Turner, John, Supervisor, Lenox, v. C, B. &Q., i>eti^onfor 1802 825 

Tyler, Samuel, Des Moines, T. C. , R. L & P 1908 257 

Union township, Boone county, trustees of, v. M. & St. L. , defective 1886 684 

Vincent, Leon, etal , Ft Dodge, v. D. &8. C. (tlL Cent.), overhead 1898 148 

Walnut township, trustees of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , overhead 1890 54 

Wall Lake township trustees v. 0. &N.-W., bridge over stream 1900 141 

Wall Lake township trustees v. 111. Cent. , overhead 1900 216 

Wavarly, near, on 0. O. W. , out of repair 1901 526 

Wells, L., township clerk. Mallard, v. C, R. I. &P., petition for 1892 801 

Wickersham, F. G. , Oapron, v. C. O. W. , dangerous 1902 229 

Wilson, N. B., Linn Junction, v. C, M. & St. P, dangerous 1908 2*29 

Woodford, S. C, road supervisor, Clay. v. Iowa Cent . , petition for 1895 148 

Wulff, H. J., county supervisor, Davenport, v. C, R. I. &P. relocation of .... 1602 246 

Yates, William, QUdden, v. C. & N. -W., petition for and cattle guard 1884 568 

Zenor, W. H., road supervisor, Ontario, v. C. &N.-W., petitionfor 1894 320 

CB068INO AT Statio!^ Qhounds— SCO ObslruetUm; also, Crostinys, Highway. 
CBOSan^os Bi:x>ck4DK BtTbains— see Obstructing StreeU. 
Orossinq, Street— Blockaded with Trains— see Obstruction. 
Orossiro Stops— 

Adel, citizens of , V. D. M. &Ft. D., failure to let passengers off 1882 568 

Altoona, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P., failure to stop at Intersection 1804 181 

Bennett. L. D. Mason City, v. B.. C. R. & N. , failure to stop 1892 855 

Boyd, J. L, Herndon. v. C, M. & St. P., failure to stop 1884 695 

Garr, C. W., etal, Dow City. v. C. &N. -W., failure to stop at Arlon 1894 830 

Doughty, B. F.. and C. W. Carr, Dow City, v C &N.-W., failure to stop 1894 830 

Dunsmore, 17.. Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop 1882 529 

Foster, W. J. , ClarksvlUe, v. B. , C. R. & N. R'y, failure to stop 1884 646 

Requirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Obobsiko Railroad— 

Adequate, should be defined by legislative enactment 1892 29 

At grade, dangerous 1802 28 

At grade, discussed 1888, 23; 1899 11 

At grade, laws of various states concerning 1887 711 

Connection at grade 1884 79 

Crossing over railroad, what constitutes * 'an adequate crossing" 1803 28 

Intersecting 1884 78 

Requirements concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Complaints Concerning— 
C, F. M. & D. M. R. R Co. v. C, B. & Q. and St. L., K & N. W ., petition for 

grade 1890 926 

C. & N. -W. R'y Co. V. S. C. & N. , protest against grade at Maurice \..., 1889 1014 

C, R. I. &P. R'y Co. V. C, St. P. &K. C, at grade 1887 735 

C, R. I. & P. R'y Co. V. F. M. & D. M. , at grade at LibertyvlUe 1802 743 

C. , R. I. & Pacific V. D. L D. R. R. Co. , in Muscatine county 1888 829 

Humeston&Shen. R. R Co. V. C, St.P. &K.C., atgrade 1887 709 

111. Cent, and Ced. Falls & Minn. v. Waverly Short Line, et al, at grade 1886 676 

111. Cent. R'dCo. v. C, M. & St. P., at Storm Lake 1800 101 

111. Cent. R'd Co. V. C. M. & St. P. , at Arion 1899 102 

LakeManawa, R*yCo. v. C, R. I. & P., etal., at grade in city 1887 739 

Law requiring discussed 1884 85 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge R. R. Co. v. Crooked Creek R'y Co. , at grade 1887 782 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, v. C. & N. - W. , et al. , at grade 1887 754 

Webster City & C. C. R. R. Co. v. M. C. & Ft. D. , arbitration 1886 608 601 

CULLOM iNVEBTiOATloy COMMITTEE from United States SoD ate IbSh 23 
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DAHAGBS TO PBOPEBTy when shipped at owner's risk, company not liable when 

leas rate is given in consideration of snoh release 1890 STS 

—see also Owner^t RUM. 

Damaqbs Rebxti/tino FROic Failurb to Rsckivb Cabs fob SHiPMKKT8--see Failure 

to FurnUh Cart. 
Damaobs from Fibs Skt bt BNanrE-see also FHrea Set by Engine. 

DAMAOI8— 

Allee, 8. R., Lynnyille, v. lowaCent., delay in handling poultry 1891 T!» 

Ashbom, J. M., Lamoni, y. C, B. &Q., delay in famishing car for stock 1880 080 

Azman, John, Dedham, v. C, M. St&t. P., neglect of stock in transit .^.. 188? 1040 

Ayers&Co., Des Moines, v. O., R. I. &P., goods broken Interstate .... 18S2 415 

Buboook, G. B., Ft. Dodge, v. D. M. AFt. D., for right of way 1885, 613; 1886 523 

Bangs, A. A., Dows, v. O., St. P., M. &0. and C. &N.-W., delay in transit 1891 775 

Bazeley, B. Paollina, v. 0. A N. -W. , claims for additional right of way 1887 7€2 

Beach, A. B., Pattersonyillp, y. C, M. &St. P., delay of agricultural implements. 1884 508 

Beck, M. , Marcus, y. 111. Cent. , butter, lack of refrigerator car 189S 202^ 

Beeson, R. B., Pattersonville, ▼. B., C. B AN. etaL, delay of live stock 1883 78ft 

Benedict, George, Maxwell, y. C, M. & St. P., to goods in transit 18^ 553 

Block, M. , Des Moines, v. C. & N. -W. , delay in forwarding sample trunk 1802 858 

Bond, N. J, , Council Bluffs, v. Wabash, failure to furnish cars 1882 451 

BousQuet, BL F., Pella, v. C, B- I. &P , to goods in transit 1882 585 

Brodaky, L. , Ployer, y. C , R. I. & P. , to hay in transit on account of delay 1889 ICfeO 

Brown, G. H., Pilot Mound, y M. &St. L., failure to fence 1881 4S9 

Brown, H. O. , Dumont, y. O. G. W . , live stock killed In transit, claim for 1888 2W 

Brown. W. R., Walllngford, v. C, M. A St. P. R'y» delay of llye stock 1883 ffC 

Bulla & Hammer, Macedonia, y. C. , M. & St. P. , delay in deliyery 1888 ISO 

Butz Bros. A Co. , Des Moines, y. C. , B, & Q. , delay of fruit in transit 1886 401 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, y. S. C & P. and C. &N.-W., owner's risk . 1882 465 

Caseady & Whitney, Whiting, y. C. & N. -W. , death of hogs in transit 1887 765 

Chllds, H. A., Lenox, r. C, B. &Q., to goods in transit 1887 TBS 

Cnapin, W. E , Des Moines, v. C, R. f. &P , carried past station 1887 75^ 

Chantland, Thomas. Badger, y. C, R. I. &P., delay of llye stock 1885 581 

Clark, Rey. S. F., Nassau, y. B., C. R. & N., ejectment from train 1887 696 

Currier, J. P., Melrose, y. C, B. &Q., delay of grain in transit 1883 h^7 

Cutler & Lindon, Rockford, y. B., C R. &N.. delay in transit 1883 flfS 

Doyle, Charles T., Panora y. C. &N.-W., delay of household goods 1883 638 

Duffus & Currough, Malcolm, y. C, R I. & P., goods broken In transit 1801 7S0 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, y. C, M. &St. P., delay in handling llye stock 1883 710 

Eaton, M. W., Waukon, y. C, M. &St. P., delay of llye stock in transit 1883 555 

Eaton, M. W., y. C, M. & St. P., to live stock in transit 1887 741 

Flanders, M. D , Hamilton, y. C. , B. &Q. , breakage of machinery in transit 1888 ](V(4 

Gloyer, H. B. ACo., Dubuque, y. B., C. R. &N., delay in shipping goods 1888 692 

Goodwin, Mrs. P. , Traer, v. C. , R. I. & P. , dtilay and detention of baggage 1883 645 

Hall, James, MUo, v. C, B. &Q., burning of hedge by section men 1883 6S3 

Hanger, J., etal.. Sac City, y. C. &N.-W., changliig grade of side track 1880 023 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, y. C. & N -W., violation of right of way contract 1882 422 

Harris, H. W., Perry, y. D. M. &Ft. D., stock killed on highway crossing 18*1 604 

Haskins, A. N., Estherville, v. B,, C R AN., flrefrom locomotive 1883 541 

Heizer, M. ^'Son, Waukon, v. C, M. &Bt. P., damage to goods in transit 1892 832 

Hexter, David, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., perishable freight 1898 857 

Hoeck, C. H., Marshalltown. v. Wabash R'y Co. , privatedalm 1880 1082 

Hoefer, L., Koarnoy, Neb., v. 6., R. I. &P. and U. P 1883 781 

Hoffman, M. P., Redding, v. C, B. &:Q., live stock died in transit 1884 504 

Hornaday, C. A., Unlonvllle, v. C, R. I. &P., failure to deliver freight 1882 481 

Hughey &Son, Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R. Co., lack of refrigerator car 1884 567 

Hull, J. B , Ft. Dodge, v. C. AN.-W., negligence and damage, 1881 137 

Humphrey, J. M. , Lovilla, v W. , St. L. & P. , to live stock at liighway 1887 697 

Hutton & Durette, Randolph, v. C , B. &Q., to stock in transit 1882 421 

Jesmer &Day, Clark, v, C, M. & St. P., deUiy in forwarding merchandise 1884 584 

Johnson, S. B., Richland, v. CentrallowaandC, R. I. &P., to eggs 1884 54a 

Johnson, W. F., Toledo, v. a, C. R. &N.. delay and decline in price 1885 554 
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Kline, Bennelt, Manson, v. 111. Cent., to coal thrown from car 1896 144 

Leech, J. F. , Mt. Pleasant, concerning contract of release from liability from 

damagebyflre 1897 166 

Major, O. V. , with Omaha Rubber Co. , v. C. , B & Q., delay of baggage 1S91 787 

Maple, E. B., Clarinda, v. C, B. & Q., from Are by lightning 188*i 560 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. &Q., to batter, delay in tram-it 1882 407 

Matthews, William R., Sully, v. Centrallowa, right of way damages 1887 763 

McCosky, J. K. , Onawa, v. S. C. & P. , to .^tove pipe from water 1884 599 

McCracken, C. S , Rock Valley, v. Adams Ex. Co , tobor^kss in transit li>92 868 

McNauphton, M. N., Villisca, v. C, B. &Q., stock drowiuxl by back water 1887 766 

Meade, S. K. . Rockwell City, v. C. &N.-W., erroneous delivery of goods 1892 853 

Melrose, N. M. , Gold field, v. C. & N. -W., failure to deliver at station 1884 660 

Miley, Ell, Benton, v. C Q. W., injury to stoc'< in trantit 1393 233 

Moiling, Prank, Milwaukee, v. B., C. R. & N. , to goods in transit Is96 84 

Nickson, John. Wacomsta, v. C. &N.-W., to stock in transit I'W^ 674 

Raff, Peter, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., to goods in transit lh>3 5^0 

Reid, Chas., We«sington, Dak., v B., O B. & N., for personal injury 1883 579 

Richc, W. S., Muscatine, v. B., C. li. &N., dchiy of melons in transit 1882 418 

Riche, W. 8. , Muscat Ino, v. B. , C . R. & N. , erroneous delivery of oats IK^ * ^07 

Robinson. WilUam, Fd. Dodge, v. III. Cent. , damagus to potatoes in transit 1889 1069 

Royce. L., Malcolm, v. C, R. I. & P. , damage tu machinery in transit lS8i 835 

Runyon, A. G., Webster City, v B., O. R. &N. , expiration of excursion ticket... 1«?5 5f5 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C. , B. & Q. et al. , to p.risliable goods 18S3 530 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. Central Iowa, to good.s in transit, refusal of 

carriers to comply with board's decision ^^'^ ^^ 

Fhepard Bro<. , Frultland, v. C. , R. I. & P. , delay in forwarding melons 1889 1031 

Sibley & Co. , State Center, v. C & N. -W. , to eggs f ro7.en in transit 1889 Km 

Smith, C W. , Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., snow drifting in car of oats 1888 672 

Snow, K, Grinnell, v. C, R. I. &P., to goods in transit. 1S84 611 

Stevens, Charles, DounoLson, v. C, R. I. & P- andC, B. &Q., potatoes fro 7.0:1 . .. 1892 851 

Sylvester & Topliflf, Davis City, v. C , B. & Q. , goods lost and broken 1892 H31 

Tucker & Simms, Bu-ssey, v. C. , B. & Q. , to go<xLs in transit 1806 136 

Vorse, Prank W., Des Molnew, v. Wabash. St. L. & P. , goods lost h^S3 ti92 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C, R. I. &P., to merchandise in transit 18S^ 716 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C. R. I. &P., for injury to goods in transit 1890 874 

Wa«<son, J. A., Ro<coe, Kan., v. C , M. &St. P., on account of delay in transit 1883 (556 

Way & Pickard, Cudar Falls, v. B. , C. R. & N. , from failure to furnish cars 18S3 659 

Wilber&Cook, Mt. Ayr, v H ifcS , erroueoas billing, sliipment misaent 188:) 1037 

Williams, V.J. & Co. , Dubuque, v C. &N.-W., to goo.ls in transit 1883 628 

Wilson, J. P., Jolly, v. D. M., N. & W., flro set by swtion men 1897 150 

Windell, W. S., Castalia, v. C, M. & St. P., carried post station 1892 862 

Wishard. W. H., Wellman, v. B.. C. K. &N., to goods in transit 1898 57 

Withlngton, H. H., Toledo, v. B., C. R. & N. and C. & N.-W , to livestock. 1888 641 

Woodman, A. J., Russell, v. C, B. &Q., to j-heet iron by water 1884 bi'S 

Woren, H. A., Belknap, v. C, R. I. &P., in handUng butter 1884 686 

Dakobbotts Cbossi^o, Electric Signals AT-see Electric Signals. 

Danoebous Looatiow of Dfcpor— see Obstruction to View of Highway Crossing, 

Dayenpobt, Shippsrs of, Compijli.nt of on Rates— See Rates. 

Decrease of Ratbk— see Rates. 

Definition of Switch— see Switch. 

Delay IN TBAK8iT—.-oe Damages. 

Barfoot, a, Ayrshire, v. C, R I. & P ....1903 277 

Blanch, John S., Nugent, v. III. Cent., i a delivering goods 1886 622 

Brodsky, L., Plover, v. C, R. I. &P., damage to hay on account of delay 1889 1080 

Butz Bros. & Co , Des Moines, v. O. , B. & Q. , delay in fruit shipments 1883 491 

Cameron, W. W., Mason City, v. Centrallowa etaL, damages to live stock 1888 784 

Campbell & Mehlman, Massena, v. C , B. & g. , in handling loaded cars ;..... 1889 1016 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C . B. &Q 1900 162 

Casey &Dolan, Qriswold, v. C, a &Q., Inshlpmentof livestock 1887 782 

Coad, N. a. O., Hull, v. C, M &St.P., in oil shipments 1896 114 

Evans, A. & Co., Onawa, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B , household goods 1886 481 

OiUette A. H., Fort Madison, y. C. & N.-W. et al., of household goods 1889 1048 
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Delay— (see also Damages)— ContUiued. Year Pape 

Qreat Western Fuel G<k , Qilmore, v. C. & N. -W. . on shipment of coal 1887 691 

Hancock, John T. & Sons, Dubuque, v. B., C. R. & N., of merchandise In transit. 1880 100 

Hancock, John T. , Dubuque, v. B. , C. R. & N. , delay in transit 1884 6S1 

Hobart, O. A. , Defiance, V. C. , M. & Sb. P. , coal 1900 175 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. O. , M. & 8t P. , of tent in transit 1896 150 

Kelley, J. W. & Son, Osceola, v. C, B. ^Q., in handling coal 1385 513 

Klron & McKay, Waucoma, v. O., S. P &K. C. and C, M. & Sc. P., flour 1802 855 

Light, H. C. & Co., Brooklyn, v. C, R. I. &P 1903 278 

Lucey, John J., Jr., Breda, v. C. &N.-W., damage on account of 1002 242 

Mo Auley Lumber Co. , Osceola, y. C, B. &Q., in coal shipment 1903 277 

McOonnell, S. R. & I. C, Burlington, v. C, R. I. & P., delay transporting and 

delivering goods 1892 851 

McDonald, T. B. , Lovilla. v. Wabash Western, in delivery of goods 1888 710 

Moody, H. H., Greeley, v. C, M. &8t. P., on account of strike 1888 71-7 

O'Neal, Felix & Co. , Aurella, v. 111. Cent , In transit 1884 578 

Pattee, Charles, Pocahontas, v. C, R. I. &P., in coal shipment 1900 289 

Pierce & Glass, Winfleld, v. B. &N.-W., in shipment of tile 1899 SO 

Roberts, Virgil, KnoxvlUe, v. C , B. &Q., nursery stock 19C0 191 

Rhodes, A., Rhodes, v. C , M. & St. P., in receiving butter .. 1898 74 

Sanford, W. H., Amber, v. C, M. & St. P., in handling merchandise 1892 798 

Sohnepf , M. , East Blkport, v. C. , M . & St. P. , in handling freight Iij99 73 

Shepard Bros. , Fruitland, v. C. , R . 1. & P., in transportintr melons 1889 1031 

Spies & Son, Gr aettinger, v. B , C. R. & N. . declining stock market 1893 865 

Southall, Wm. & Sons, Pierson, v. C. &N.-W 1903 277 

Toft, K , E-jtherville, v. O. & N. • W., damage to live stock on account of 18!J8 750 

Tube Rose Creamery, Corning, v. C. , B. & Q , of butter in transit ls8S 786 

Whicmer, F. B. & Sons, Mingo, v. C, St. P. &K. C. , in handling goods 1892 849 

Dkliver, What Constitutes 1885 555 

DSMURRAQE— 

Bebbington, George, Council Blnffn, v. , time allowed for loading 1892 813 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Cent. , charges 1899 120 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, loadin g cars from wagons 1883 711 

Campbell & Mehimam. Massena. v. C, B. & Q , delay in forwarding freight 1889 1017 

Cars loaded from wagons, same ratf s as whtfn loaded from elevators 1884 52rt 

Cedar Rapids Supply Co. v. C, B. &Q ... 1903 298 

Discussion of 1888 076 

Hoffman, A. (4., Plato, v. B., C. R. &N., reciprocity in demurra;e charges. 1893 233 

ElUne, Bennett, Manson, v. 111. Cent. , time for unloading cars 1896 144 

Lefferts, C. S., Council Bluffs, inquiry concerning 1896 228 

Montzheimer, O. H , Prlmghar, v. III. Cent. , inquiries concerning 1893 234 

Pickering, J. C. , Cedar Ripids, inquiry concernipg 18ii9 114 

Red Oak, trustees of, v. C. , B. & Q. , time for loading and unloading cars 1882 554 

Rothchild, O. &Co., Davenport, v. C. &N.-W., on cars detaiped 1887 788 

Slagle, F M. & Co , Alton, v. 111. Cent., car of coal 19ri3 288 

Southside Ice Company, Centervillo, time allowed for unloading cars 180S 51 

Tasker, K. 8., On«low, v. C. &N.-W., on erroneous weight 1895 182 

Depot Gbounds— Additional Lands for— Power of company to condemn 1884 86 

Depot rounds— Condemning Lands for— see Condemnation Proceedings. 

Depots, Etc., Dangerous Location of— see Stations; al«o Obstruction to view of 
Highway Crossing. 

Depots, Union— see Union Depots. 
Relocation of — .«ee Station . 

Detention— see Damages. 

Det, Peter a., commissioner, paper on reasonable rates 189S 40a 

Dissenting opinion of, in Iowa rate case ]894 229 

Paper on pooling * ]g83 ygg 

Direct Route, morit, shipper entitled to rates based on 1892 841 

DlSCRTM INATION— 

In ratt-8 — Kee Rates. 
In furnishing cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 
In granting sites— see Sites. 
In granting monopoly of nhipping facilities against public policy— see Monopoly. 

In inspection of butter and egg shipments .' 1898 234 

Against towns in ra^^es 1885 44 

Laws against, obeyed in letter, violated in spiri o ...!,.!!,!.!!! 1878 16 

In use of private cars []/[ ' J891 3Q 

.Tust and unjust— see aLqo Just Discrimination 1880, 179 ; 1884 75 
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I>iK!BJiiTV[ATio^- Continued. Year Page 

Law prohibiting 1888 31 

In passenger rates 1891 759 

Diacii88ion of, by L. S. Coffin 1883 86 

<^OM PLAIN W COSCBRNINO — 

Adsit, Silafi, Coif ax t. C, R. I. &P., in refusing to stamp excursion tickets 1885 671 

Ame^ M. Y., Marons, v IlL Cent., in size of cara furnished 1885 610 

Anderson, T. Rockfqrd, III., v. C, M. & St. P., jewelry sample trunks 18S6 541 

Arnold, J. M., Davis Ciy, v. C, B &Q., in rates on posts 1888 731 

Atkins ft Sons, Osceola, v. C, B. ftQ., in furnishing cars 1881 127 

Baker Bros., Ottumwa, v. C , R I. ft P., special rates on butter and eg-^.s 1880 74 

Baker Wire Co , Des Moines, various railways, In carload rates 1887 714 

Ball ft Mincrt, Bristow, v. Dubuque ft Dakota, In live stock rates 1085 611 

Barrett, J. E , ft S m, Mt. Vernon, v. C. ftN.-W., in rates on flour 1886 482 

Beemaa, C. D., Waukon, v. C,M. ftSt. P., interstate in rates 1897 96 

Bellamy ft Sons, EnoxviUe, v. various, railway lines, in rates 1882 <93 

' Bingham, Alliance, v. Wabash, against shippers who load from wagons 1884 SZh 

Binkley, H^ E., Cherokee, v. IlL Cent., potato rates 1903 238 

Blow. M . , Estherviile. v. B . C. R. ft N. refusal to lease site for ooal shed 1886 497 

Board of Trade and Henry Coker, Council Bluffs, v. C , R I. ft P., coal 1888 834 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C , R. I. ftP., in honoring round trip tickets.. .. 1890 989 

Brechtbill ft Byers, Berlin, v. C. , St. P. ft K. C. , cars for certain markets 1890 982 

Burlington, shippers of, v. B. , C. R. ft N. , in local Iowa rates 1890 889 

Bussard, J. ft Co., Imogene, v. Wabash, St. L. ftP., in coal rates I^i84 497 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, on grain when loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Byram, M. W., Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., in sale of round trip tickets l»9l 727 

Campbell, P. B., Bismarck, v. C, M. ft St. P., in sale of excursion tickets .. 18»2 849 

Clark ft Shute, Geneva, v. Iowa Cent. , in coal rates, schedule fixed 1880 28 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. ft N. -W. . In coal rates 18S4 659 

Coal Exchanire, Boone, v. C. ftN.>W. , in rates on coal and overcharge 1884 6:i9 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek R'd, in furnishing cars 1898 16 

•Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. K. C, St. J. ft O. B and Pullman Palace Car Co. , 

in Kleoping car accommodations 1888 702 

Council Blaffs, citizens of, v. Union Pacific, against Council Bluffs 18S6 530 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. various lines, in inspection service. Is89 977 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, v. pool Unes, in classifying flour 1883 703 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, in flour rates 18^:j 715 

Cryt-tnl Mill ft Grain Co. , Council Bluffs v. C. , R. I. ft P. et al. . in coal rates .1806 165 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. ft N. and C. , R. I. &P., against local and in 

favor of interstate shipments, in withdrawing and refusing joint tariffs on local 

business while permitting same on interstate business ; in delaying local shipments 

by compelling rebllUng at West Liber y, and forwarding interstate shipments In 

special car attached to passenger train 1889 1023,1087 

Diamond Jo line of steamers, v. C, B. &Q., in prepayment of charges 18>9 1074,1077 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of freight 1884 550 

ludley, W., Churdan, v. D. M. N. &W., in freight rates 18[)9 83 

Dunwoodie, Jos., Cylinder, v. C, M. ft St. P., in refusing to stop trains 1891 739 

Dusey, H. , et al. , Cres on, v. C. , B. ft Q. R. R. Co. , refusal to carry mechanic's 

tool box as bajjpage 1885 618 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. ft St. P. andB., C. R. ft N. , stock rates 1886 608 

Farley, J. M., Whlttemore, v. C, M. ftSt P., in furnishing cars 1898 44 

Felner Fish Co., .Clinton, v. express companies, in regulations 1901 616 

Fonda Implement Co. v. D. M. N. ft W., in short haul rates 1806 137 

FowlerCo., The, Waterloo, v. III. Cent., in rates on apples 1886 484 

Frazier & Ballon, Prlmghar, v. D. & S. C. (III. Cent ), in furnishing cars , 1890 940 

Fritz ft Douglass, Waverly, v. III. Cent, et al. , in not applying commissioners' 

schedule of rates 18?9 1062 

Gaily, W. H. , Zearing, v. Cent. Iowa, cars loaded from wagons 1885 678 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard, v. C. &N.-W. In shipment of hay 1895 168 

Oreen, J. A., et al., Stone City, v. C. M. ft St. P., in requiring shippers to pro- 
tect cars for stone 8hirmt»nt<« at private expense 1892 860 

O^-onwoldt, Wm., Nash\'ilU% v. C. ftN.-W., in passenger faro 1901 611 

Hackmen of Sioux City v. all railways, in omnibus privilege** 1890 881 
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OoicPLAiNTS Co^roKBNiNO— Continued. Year Tm» 

Hale, George H., Washington, v. C, R. I. A P., In grain rates 1887 726 

Hallack, W. B., Wlnthrop, v. III. Cent , In rates onUve stock 1889 1050 

Banner, J. R. A., Delmar, v. O., M. & St. P., in passenger fares 1896 112 

Harmon,' A. B., Havelock, v, C. &N -W., in rates 1888 745 

Harrison, C. Emerj, Davenport, v. C, R. I. &P. et al., in through interstate 

rates 190S 284 

Hajes, Michael, Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., in distribution of cars 1882 480 

Hill. JohnN., FortDodge, v. M. & St. L., in freight lates 1882 557 

Hlse Bros. , Washington, V. C, K. I. &P., refrigerator cars '. 1886 568 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. III. Cent., in sidetrack privileges and site 1890 887 

Hummer Co., George, Iowa City, v. B., C. R. & N., in classification 1880 1S3 

Huntington, William, Calmus, V. C &N.-W., in coal rates ..... . 1888 006 

Independence Mill Co., v. 111. Cent, and C., M. & St. P., on wheat and flour 1882 413,444 

Iowa Flour and Oil Co. , Des Moines, v. C.\ R I. &P.. in flour rates 1888 094 

Iowa State Jobbers and Mfrs. Aksu., v. Iowa trunk lines, in rates 1885 536 

Irwin, Phillips & Co., Keokuk, v. D. M & Ft. D., in merchandise rates 1880 71 

Jameson, G. O., Clarion, v. M C & Ft. D., in rates on grain, coal, etc 1888 718 

Jansen, Anton, Haverhill, v. C. . M. & St P., in furnishing shipping facilities 1888 828 

Jerome, F. H., Villisca, v. C , B &Q,, In corn rates 1882 446 

Johnson, J., Huxley, v. C, M. & St P., incom cates 1887 681 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v. Wabash, incornrates 1888 704 

Keeler, A., Imogenc, v. C, B. & ?t. L., in rate < on i)Osts 1886 582 

Kookuk &D. M. R*y Co. v. D. M. & Ft. D. R. R Co., in forwarding cars 1878 5 

Kaowles, W. F., James, v. C . St. P., M. AC, in sale of tickets 1808 188 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C, B. &Q., in coal rates 1887 624,670 

Leese&Long, CrawfonLnville, v. B. &N. -W., rates on lumber 1881 126 

Llghthall, B. , Alden, V. III. Cent. In rates 1832 564 

Long, G. I., Manson, V. C, R I. & P. , in grain rates to Chicago 18<*0 1096 

Maiden, T. B., etal., Man.son, v. Ill Cent. R. R. Co., in lumb«jr rates 188:^ 611 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, in elevator privilege.^ 18S5 574 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, v. C , M. & St. P., in f urnisliing cars 1891 826 

Merrill & Co. , Ottumwa, V. Cent . Iowa, in rates 18S1 134 

Merrill, J. H & Co.. Ottumwa, v. K. & W. , in freight charges 1888 739 

Merrill & Kecney, DeH Moinc«, V. C & N.-W., in car load rates 1883 678 

Dissentingopinlonby Commissioner Anderson 18^ (^ 

Mooncy & Jones, St. Anthony, v. Cent. Iowa, in coal rates .....' 1884 510 

Nye, J. P., E-isex, V. C, B & Q. R R. Co. , in com rates 1883 724 

Nonpareil Pri ntlug Co v. Various Lines, in newspaper privileges 1892 857 

Parker, S F. , li oatville, v. C . & N. • W. , in rates— minimum charge 1882 467 

Pioneer Implement Co., Council Bluff -«, v, O , R. I. &P., in freight rates 1908 327 

Prltchard & Skewis, Inwood, v. C, M. & St. P., in lumber rates 183^ 704 

Rand Lumber Co. , Burlington, v. C, B. &Q., in rates * 18^ ggo 

Red Oak, township trustees of, etal., v. C. , B. &Q., in rates and rebates 1882 i)54 

Rod Oak, township truHtoes of, et al. , v. C. , B. & Q. , against small sliippers 1882 .')54 

Riley, W. H., Crawfords^ille, v. B. &N.-W., in rates on lumber 1880 147 

Roberts, C. L. , Grinnell, v. C. , R. I. & P. in sidetrack facilities 1889 1G27 

Ro'^a, Albert, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., in corn rates to Chicago 1882 484 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. III. Cent., in rates on marble 1883 689 

Schell, F. J., Breda, v. C. &N.-W., in furnishing cars 1891 828 

Shaver &Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Cla8.siflcatiou, crackers 1883 650 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, R. L & P. andB., C. R. &N., in rates to 

non-competing points 1. 1888 687 

Sbinnon, Thos.. Rolfe, v. C, R. I. &P., in stock rates to Chicago 1896 79 

Sborthill, A. E. Co., Mar halltown, v. Eastern R'y Lines, in shipments of ooke.... 1903 279 

Smith & Boynton. Spencer, v. C, M. St. P., in coal rates 1885 664 

Smith Bro3., Waterloo, v. B., C. R. &N., in hard coal rates 1888 676 

Smith, J. N., Fairfleld, v. C, B. & Q . insizeof cars, etc 1888 647 

Spencer Bros. , Randolph, v. C, B. & Q. , in rates and overcharge 1882 540 

State of Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, incoalrat&s 1887 624,670 

Steer, William M. , West Branch, v. B. , C. R. & N. , on coal and mileage ticket ... 1884 5B7 

Stevenson, C. E., Rockwell City v D. M. N. & W., in passenger fares 1895 186 

Sullivan, J. W., etal., Algona, v. C. & N -W., in sale of excursion tickets 1888 817 

Taylor, J. C, Des Moines, v. C, B. &Q., in freight rates .... 1882 581 

Toledo, Peorta & Western R'y V. B., C. R. &N., in bridge privHegea 1878 86 
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Complaints Concerning- Con«nu«d. Year P*g© 

Tomlliwon, R. B. &Co., Cedar Rapids, v. III. Cent., 1, 00>mile tickets 1882 436 

lownsHndA Merrill Co.. Cedar Falls, v. C. &N.-W., in coal rates 1902 289 

Vincent. J. P., Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. O., R. L & P., in switching 

' charges, etc 1838, 105; 1901 888 

Voss&Son, BoUPlaine, y. C. &N.-W., In interstate rates 1901 493 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. B. , C. R & N. , in allowing damages 1883 689 

Wells, W. W., Webster City, v. W. C. &S. W., in coal rates and site 1889 1045 

Westphal. Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B ", C. R. &N., in classlflcation 1881 125 

White &Klino, Merideri, v. Ill, Cent., in furnishing cars 1896 148 

Williams, E. D., Given, v. Cent. Iowa, in distribution of cars 1881 126 

Williams, GeorgeT., Ida Grove, v. C. &N.-W., in rates 1894 681 

Wilson, JohnL., West Liberty, v. C, R. I. P., rebates 1885 604 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., grain and live stock 18-8 706 

York, Joseph, ZenorsvUle, v. C, &N.-W.. Incoal rates 1888 069 

DlBTOIBUTlON OF CARS— 

BQultable rule for In time of scarcity 1888,719; 1880, 906j 1892 827 

OonaoUdatlon Coal Co. v. Cent. Iowa 1878 28 

Howard &8on, Oskalooea, v. Cent. Iowa, discrimination in 1881 130 

Johnson, T. N., Reasoner, v. C, R I. & P. discrimination in 1881 181 

Ditch— 

Gillis, J. R., Mt Pleasant, v. St. L., K. & N. W., improper location of 1901 471 

DiVERfliON OF BrsiNEfiS— see also Freight. 

Glow, W. D., Traer, v. B , O. R ikN., of freight 1886 681 

Melott, B. H., Ogden, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in 1881 141 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. & St. L., bulk) in g sidetrack 1887 686 

Read, W.fl., Vinton, y. B., C. R &N., of grain 1888 491 

StocKer. J. W., I^gan, v. 0. & N.-W., discrimination in 1881 127 

DlVIflTON HlADQUARTlERS— 

Carton R B., et al., Moulton, v. C, B. &Q., removal of 1903 874 

DivrsTOW or Ratbm to Short Lines— see Percentages and Sfwrt Lines. 

DiYisiON AND PsRCENTAQEa IN PooLJA— see Pooling. 

DODOB, Gen. G. M., * 'Railroad situation in the West" 1888 80 

Drainage— see also Obstruction and over/low. 

Duty of railway company in relation thereto 1884 86 

In relation to railroad crossings ^ 1887 786 

Dubuque & Dakota Railroad, history of 1879 108 

Dubuque, Shippers of, Complaint* on Rates- see i?a/c«. 

Dynamite, Explosion or, at Council Blufk— see Explosion. 

EARNINGS. 

Average per mile under Granger tariff 1878 62 

Of branch lines 1880 1006 

Of fictitious capital and miles of road built therefrom, table of 1891 86, 87 

Discussed in letter of W. G. Purdy, vice-president C , R I. & P. R'y Co 1889 8 

In excess of 6 per cent on $30, 000 per mile, 1874 to 1888 1891 86, 87 

Increase over previous year 1880 160 

Increase under commissioners' rates— see Bates. 

In Iowa, difficulty of obtaining satisfactory information concemin g 1889 7 

In Iowa, 1837-1801, compared 1801 16 

Compared i 1900, 8; 1901 7 

per mile greater than in Nebraska 1894 180 

Comparative table In J owa, 1887 to 1804, Inclusive 1894 214 

comparative table 1878-1899, inclusive 1899 6 

decrease of state and interstate in 18t>4, compared with 18.^8 1894 215 

decrease not char^reable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 216 

decrease of on account of crop failure and business depression 1895 Iv 

Losses in, from low rates at competitive points must be made up at non-competing 

stations 1882 48 

Under commissioners' rates 1891 18 

BrrECT OF Commissioners' Rates on Iowa Roads— see Rates, Freight. 
£jE(JTioN PROM Train— 

Clark, Rev. S. F , Nassau, v. B., C. R. &N., wrongful 1887 676 

Marron, J. P., Jackson Jet., v. C, M. & St. P,, wrongful 1899 67 
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Ejection From TnATSJ— Continued. Year Trpp- 

Ovri^n, Olof , Sioux Rapids, v. C. & N. -W. , failure to purchase ticket 1801 THO 

Potter, John, Lynnville, v. C, B I. &P., wrongful 18:0 803^ 

Eltbctbictty— 

Electric railways !... 1001 « 

Possibility of electrioif y snpersedinj? stenm as motive power 1891 25 

Signal, electric, at dangerous crossinfir 1802, 806; 1C93 137 

EiiEVATroN OF Railroads— see Topographical Discussion. 

Elbvator— 

Right of company to order removal of when obHtructing view of cros«^ing ISSm 506 

Capacity of, inquiry concerning 1839 87 

Elbvator Sites— see Sites. 

Elevator, Forcted Rfmoval of— seeSi/^. 

Emtnewt Domain, Power of, in Condemning Depot Ground.=«— Qce Condemnation 
Proceedings. 

Emplotfs- 

Comparative tHh^e for yrars 1899, 12: 1000, 9; 1001 a 

Decrease in nnmher of , account of crop failure 1885 !▼ 

Hours of service of, F^hould be limited by statute 1801 18 

Insufficient number of, oa train 1903 269 

Numberof 1879 50, 131 

Number and compenr^ation of, decrease in l»V4 compared wiiu i V6. 1804 215,21d 

Not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1804 216- 

Reduction of number in, discussed 1801 17 

Train, conduct of on O. Q. W 1903 283 

Wright, Irvin F. , 'Corning, v. C. , B. & Q. , insufficient number of on trains 1903 200^ 

Emplotib AND Salaries in Iowa, comparative table of 

1802, 18, 14:1803, 9; 1804. 216; 1000, 0; 1901 8 

In liwa 1802 13, U 

Bkotse, condition of, DO«tal cterk-i v. Iowa Cent. Improper condition of engine 1903 313 

Engines, iNOBKAfiBD Ca.'acity OF 1898 4, 5 

Enoineebji— 

Crest on. citizens of, v. C. B. &Q., employed on account of strike 1887 787 

Enoinberb' Fthuck— see Strikes. 

English commissioner system 1878 IT 

Equalized Rates— see Rate%. 

Equtpmf.nt- 

Carriers must anticlTiate and provide puffldent for ordinary business, but not for 
unexpected or extraordinary demands 1892 7ftT 

What constitutes adequate 1891 833: 

Co=T OF— see Cost. 

Refttsal OF Company to Ppnd Off Its own LiNE-see Refusal to Receive and 

Fnnrard Freiohf, also Failure to Furnish Cars 
Error«4 by Aof.nt^ t' OroTiNO RatR'*: Liability of Carriehs for— see Liability. 
Eptablushmrn'T of Station.*— see Stations. 
ExcF.PR Baooaoe CHAHOl»-s«»e Tiafjage Charges. 
Exckrptve Capttat-'Zatton— pee Ca|)t7o?i2afionand Watered Stock. 
Exckwtve Exprv 88 Charofs—hh? /^rprrsa Charges. 
EXCB88TVK Rat ■'S— see Pates. 
ExcEFBTVE Hours tor Train Mev. 

Ogilvie. C. G., Muscatine, v. C, R. I. & P 1897 TO 

Exclusive Use of Station Hrounds, mu^t not be granted to one person 1890 893~893> 

Excursion Rates— see Rates. 

EXCirR8TON TlCKFT.^- 

Adsit, Silas Colfax, v C, R. I. & P , refusal to stamo excursion tickets 1885 571 

Canfleld, Lee, Benson, v. 111. Cent., failure to sell as advertised 19C0 165- 

Von Rolf. Th , West Union, v. B. , C. R. & N. , failure to honor 1895 20O 

Riphts of holders of, after limitation has expired 1885 565 

EXPFX8E8— 

Reduction of, recommended IffiO lO* 

Compared.... 1800, 6; 1900 8 

Dccrea^r- in 1834 compared with 1893 1894 215 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1804 216- 
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Expanses of Commission— Your I-age 

Snecial fund should be set apaH for this purpo o 187U 6 

EXPL08I03?— of dynamite in Council Bluffs 18il 09 

Explosives, DAicoERon?— 

bosquet, H. K., Pella, v. C, R. I. & P., refusal of company to carry 1804 284 

£xpRi>8 Companies— 

Law eoncerninf? oxpres<4 rates 1893, 5; inrr, 5; ISf^S 8 

Live stock contracts of Ih97 6 

Express Compantes, Compijlints CovcERNiNa— 

Feiner Fish Co., Clinton, v. Adams Express Co. , discrimination in regulations 1901 615 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v. Express Co., overcharge, dog-} 1S92 854 

Furry, A. R. , Alden, v. Adams Express Co., rates based on shortest route 181)2 811 

Hopkinton, abandonment of, by U. S. Express Co.. complaint of C. E. Merriam... 1901 499 

Joseph, J. M. Creston, v. American Express Co. , excessive on pig „ 1890 9Sl 

Joseph, J. M. , Creston, v. American Express Co. , request for reopening case 1891 802 

Knowles, W. F. , James, v. American Expres Co., excessive 1891 771 

Lambing, W. VV, , West Liberty, v. U. S. Express Co., regulations co j coming ship- 
ment of live hogs 1896 96 

McCracken, Rev. C. S., Rock Valley, y. Adams Express Co. , damage to books 1892 868 

McKone, M., etal., Brooklyn, v. U. 8. Express Co., petition for free delivery... , 1901 SS4 

Extra Bagoage CuA^Q^asee Baggage. 

Extra charge for special train to carry freight .' 1887 788 

Extra Fabs for Failure to Pctrchasb Ticket— see Passenger Fare. 

FACILITIES FOR DOING BUSINESS AT STATIONS-see also Stations 1895 xxix 

Facilities Increased— on railroads for handling business 1891 25 

Failure to furkish Cars— 

Achorn, C. E, Sutherland, v, C. &N.-W., for certain market 1892 868 

Achorn, C. E., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W., failure to forward foreign cars 1896 78 

Advance Alliance No. 415, Kirkman, v. C. & N.-W., for shipment of coal 1890 948 

Akron Milling Co. V. C. M. & St. P., for grain .. 1899 122 

Ashbum, J. M. , Lamoni, v. C. , B. & Q. , damage for delay in furnishing 1889 969 

Ayers, James E, Sioux City, v. C; &N.-W., for grain 1902 200 

Bacon, W., Greenfield, v. C, B. &Q., for hay shipments 1887 807 

Baker, J. C, Emmetsburg. v. C, M. & St. P. railway, for coal 1881 142 

Band, N. J. , Council Bluffs, V, Wabash, for corn 1882 451 

Bennett, J. B. O., Britt, v. M. & St. L., for general shipments 1887 806 

Benson, George, etal., Muscatine, v. C, R. I. &P , for vegetables 1887 768 

Bergman, H., McGregor, v. C. . M. & St. P., for shipments of ice •... ISifcJ 883 

Bertels, Ben. Algona, V. Iowa Cent. , for produce 1912 250 

Blake A Collman, Eldon, v. C, R. I. &P., for lumber and wood 1901 527 

Breazeale, J. A., Centerville, v. Wabash, for shipments of coal 1883 668 

Brewer. E C. &Co., Stanhope, v. C, R L & P., wain 1901 488 

o^od^ky, Plover, v. C.,R. 1. &P., for hay fhlpments 18-57 8(W 

Brown, W. S. , Manson, v. HI. Cent 1903 283 

Brown, G. H, & Co. , Armstrong, v. B. , C. R. & N. , for hav 189.5 179 

Browu, M. &Son, Whitlemore, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipment of hay . 1887 791 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Central, for coal 1900 148 

Bruning&Son, Breda, v. C. &N.-W., for shipment of potatoes 1892 848 

Bruning Bros., Breda, v. C, & N.-W., for grain shipmenta....l802, 840; 1898, 58, 92; IMiJ 66 

Butler, Geo: L &Co., Knoxville, v. C, B. &Q., for coal 1880 141 

Butler, W.E, etal., Galva, v. C. &N.-W., for shipments of grain 1S87 798 

Butts, F. M., Wesley, v. B., C. R. &N., for coal 18S7 806 

Canavan, John, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P. for shipping com 18&9 996 

Carpenter, D. J. , Beloit v. C. , M. & St. P. for grain shipments 1891, 812 ; 1892 866 

18ii:j, 251 ; 1895 212 

Cathcart Bros, et al. . Kin gsley, v. C. & N. - W, , for grain shipment 1887 795 

Cathcart Bros. , Kingsley, v. C. &.\.-W., at non-competitive points 1888 720 

Chapman, H G., Sioux City, v. C, M. & St. P., for baled hay 1892 759 

Club, WilUam, What Cheer, v. B., C. R. &N., for coal 1880 126 

For general discussion of -Pee also CoaJ Prtf6ier». 1880 671 

Corcoran, P.. Postville, v. C, M. & St. P., damages on account of 188S 727 

Corey, George W. , etal., v. Crooked Creek hailroad Co., for coal 18U1 883 
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Corey Cool Co. , Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D ,. for shipment of coal 1802 839 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehlffh, v. M. C. & Ft. D. and III. Cent. , for coal shipments 1893 2Bi 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. 111. Cent., for coal 1896, 74; 1900 174 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, V. Crooked Creek 1901 498 

Corkliill, T. E. , Jr. , Minburn, v. C, . R. I. & P. , damagos from delay 1888 721 

Crylie, Robert, Glldden, v. C. &N.-\V., for loading stock . 1883 688 

Darby Block Coal Co. , Darbyville. v. C. , M. & St. P. , for coal 1898 93 

Davenport Syrup Refining Co., Adair, v. C, R. L &P., for grain 1^95 219 

Des Moines Unseed Oil Works V. B., C. R. &N., forflaxseed 1894 2S7 

Dickey W. H., Centerville, v. C, R. L & P. , for coal 183D 5 

Donahoe, F. A., Havelock, v. C. &N.-W., for liay shipments 1887 733 

Dorr Cattle Co. , D6s Moines v. D. M., N. & W., forslopfeed 1898* 84 

Dreyer, H., Aplington, v 111. Central, grain 1901 497 

Edmond.s, E. J., Marcus, v. 111. Central, for grain shipmrnts 189t\ 141; 1807 145 

Elgin Canning Co. , Elgin, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., for shipments to St. Paul 1892 729 

Ellsworth, O. W., Keokuk, v. St. L. , K. & N. W., for ice 1901 St& 

Farmers' Alliance, Coon Rapids, v. C , M. & St. P., for .shipments of coal 1892 845 

Fields & Slaughter Co. , Akron, v. C, M. &St. P., for grain 1902 ^H 

Fockler, P. H , Independence, v. III. Cent. , for hay shipments 18s7 805 

Frazer & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. &9. 0. (lU. Cent.), for shipment of grain 1890 940 

Peenstra, T.,Otley, V. C, Jl. L &P., forcoaL 1901 480 

Galbraith, Edw., Webb, v. C, M. & St. P., for hay. 1900 219 

Oarlock, W. E., etal., GUmorev. C, R. I. &P., for hay shipments 1887 804 

General complaint concerning. 1889 791,810 

GlobeCoalCo., Des Moines, v. Iowa Cent., for coal shipments 1898 154 

Gray, M, J. Ledyard, V. C.&N.-W, hay 1885 168 

Graybill, D. R. Massena, v. C, B. &Q.. for track loading 1900 160 

Green, J. A., et. aL, Stone City, v. C. , M. & St. P., for stone shipments unless 

protected by shipper at private expense 1882 8G0 

Green, J. C. 8., Aurella, v. 111. Cent., for grain shipments . 1890 951 

Haddock, Wm. J., Iowa City, V. B, C. R &N., for coal 1883 581 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, R I. &P.,for grain..... 1896 234 

Hanna, H. W., A'ldubon, v. C , R. I. &P., for coal shipments 1887 802 

Harrison, Gih)., Emmetaburg, v. C, M. & St. P., for coal. 1831 143 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C. , B. &Q 1830 39 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C, R. I &P 1882 488 

Hayton & Pear.^on, Pierson, v. C. & N.-W., grain 1896 92 

Hershey Lumber Co. etal., Muscatine, v. C, R. L & P 1892 782 

HJckeyBros , Aspinwall, v. C, M. ifc St. P., for grain f'hipmonts 1882 850 

Holoomb, T. B., etal., Muscatine., v. B , C. R. &N. etal., for melons 1892 761 

Huj?hey&Son, Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R., refrigerator cars 1884 664 

lowaFuelCo., Dcs Moines, v. C, St. P. & K. C, for coal shipments 1888 718 

John«onBro8 , Rippey, v. C , R. L & P., for com 1889 118 

Jordon, W. E., Bancroft, v. C. &N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 800 

KeyatoneCoalCo., Rippey, v. D. M. &Ft. D., for coal 1881 186 

Kiemme, H.J. and J., Alexander, v. Iowa Cent., for coal 1896 " 00 

Lackey, N. Haverhill, V. C, M. & St P., for corn 1901 501 

Larson & Eggum, Thompson, v. B , C R. &X., for grain 1901 473 

Lcdyard, citizens of. v. C. & N.-W., grain 1902 251 

Leverton, J. W., Abbott, v. Iowa Cent., grain 1900 161 

Lewis, Wra., Mactxionia, v. C. B. &Q., for damage.^) 1885 524 

Marion Coal Co, V. C, R, I. & P., for shipment of coal 1392 857 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. & Q , failure to run refrigerator cars 1884 597 

Mason. David, Earlan, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipment o£ hay 1892 518 

Medbury & Darnell, Hornick, v. C, M. & St. P.. grain 1902 263 

Meyers. S. C , KIngsley. v. C. &N.-W 1903 279 

Milhr, H B.. S anwooi, v. C, M. & St. P., forstone 1902 249 

McNutt, H. S. Algotia. v. O. , M. & St. P. , discrimination in 1801 626 

Moberly, L N., Humphrey, Mo., v. 111. Cent., for cattle ls»86 67 

Morris, J. a, Hornick, v. C, M. &Bt. P., for hay 1900 213 

Moyers, J. A., Luthe, v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 1900 137 

Muscatine Melon Shippers V. C, R. I. & P. , for melons 1836 218 

Nicholas, James, Williamsburg. V. C , B &Q. etal 1903 286 

Obou, B. &Co., SweaCity, v. B., C. R. &N., grain 1898 f? 
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O'Neal, Felix, etal., Aurelia, v. 111. Cent, for grain, etc 1887 805 

Patterson,, A. L., Otjrego, v. C, M. & St. P., for wheat 1899 * lU 

Pearson &Hayt on, An thon, V 111. Cen*., grain 1901 494 

Petersmeyer Bros., Odebolt, v. C. & N -W., refusal to furnish for oats to Kansas 

City '. 1901 -519 

Pierson, shippers of, v. C. &N.-W. , for grain shipments 1887 795 

Prairie City Produce Co., v. C, R. I &P., for potatoes.. 1901 483 

Price, W. M., Ellsworth v. C. & N.-W 1902 270 

Priest & Stocker, Carroll, v. C. &N.-W., for shipment of live stock 1888, 499, 526-527 

Ranks, O. D., Irvington, V. C. AN. -W., for hay 1900 141 

Ranks & Storzbach, Redmon, v. B , C R. & N. , for hay shipments 1893 224 

Ranks & St erzbach, Rodmon, v. C. &N.-W., cars off its own line 1892 843 

Reams, Warren, Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 1S98 91 

Reilev, Thomas, Blencoe, v. 8. C. &P., for hay to Sioxix City 1895 228 

Reinhart, C. B., Famhamville. v. C. & N.-W . for track loading 19C0 179 

Riley, J, W., Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P , for potatoes 180) 124 

Riley, J. W., Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P., potatoes \W2 803 

Ri^ey, A., etal., Rockwell City, v. D. M. & N. W., for hay shipments 1887 8.4 

Rohlk, H., Rock Rapids, V. B , C. R & N , for barley 1901 525 

Hothschlld & Co , Davenport, v C. &N -VV., for patrons 1887 783 

Rothschild, D , Muscatine, v. III. Cent., for shipments of barley 1881 126 

Rumohe, Fred, Inwood, v. C. , M. & St. P. , for barley r08 824 

Rusher, B. F. , Linnburg, v. C. & N.-W. , for sand 1908 807 

Russell & Co. , Silver City, v. Wabash, for shipment of corn 1888 583 

Bind Mound Melon Co. , Fruitland, v. O , R.- 1 & P. , for melons 1890 897 

Bchafnlt, G. F. , Moscow, v. C , R. [. & P , for ear corn 1899 77 

Schell, F. J , Breda, v. C. & N .-W , discrimination in distribution of 1891 828 

Seibold, G. W., Danbury, v. O. & N.-W., for grain 1W)2 260 

Seuflfert, L., Burlington, v. C, St. P. &K. O., failure and d^ lay in 11^91 768 

Seymour, T 8., Miltord, v. C, M. &St. P., for hay shipments 18:i7 793 

Shaflfer, A. A., Rhodes, v.O.. M. & St P 1908 286 

Slagle, F. M. &Oo., Alton, V. C, M. & St. P 1903 284 

Sllfer, M., Dedham, v O., M. &8t. P 1902 263 

Slever, W. O , Walnut, v. O. , R. I. & P. , refusal to furnish f ir grain' 1901 625 

Smith Brothers Coal Oo. , Bxline, v. C, B. &K. C 1903 282 

Smith. E. F.. WeUman, v. C, R. I. &P 1903 635 

Smith, E. J. & Sods, North English, v. O. , M. & St. P , for drain tile 1908 252 

Stevenson, W H. , Hamburg, v. K. O. , St. J, & O. a , corn 1902 2 8 

Snyder. M., Oleghom, v. III. Cent., grain 1901 495 

Southall, Wm. & Sons, Pierson, v. O. & N. -W.. grain 1893, 92 ; 1899, 63; 1902 257 

Spencer, city and citizens of, y. C. , M . & St. P. , appeal for coal cars 1881 189 

Spurgeon, J. B., Adel, v. C, M. & St. P., forcorn 1001 62) 

Steekel, W. J.,' Bloomfield, v. C, R. I. & P., at Paris Station 1908 822 

Stephens, E. H. &Co., Ledyard, v. O. &N.-W., for grnln 1901 633 

Stoughton, T. S , Pierson, v. O. & N.-W. , must be distributed equitably 1892 826 

SweaCIty, Citizensof, v. C, R. I. &P 1908 284 

Teed, C. E., Mononn, v. C , M. & St. P., for household goods 1901 519 

Thompson & Knutson, Wadena, v. C, M & 3t. P., for woxi 1902 268 

Townsend, LeMam, v. III. Cent., for lumber 1S83 615 

Townsend, D. W.. Cherokee, V. 111. Cent. ..^ 1902 287 

Tuttle Bros. , Whi temore, v. C. M. & St. P. , for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. R , C. R. & Northern, damage by reason of 1888 660 

Way land- Wright Grain Co. . Kansas City, v. C. & N . - W. , for grain 19u2 :i52 

Wayne, E. M., Woolstock, v. C. &N.-W., for grain 1895 230 

Wedgewood & Co . , Storm Lake, v. 1 11 . Cent. , grain for Minneapolis 1898 85 

Wells, A. A., Emmetsburg, v. C, M. & St. P., coal 1881 144 

Weston, Wm., Anita, v. C, R. I. & P , loading cars from wagon 1899 118 

White, Slayton, Beloit, Kan., v. C, R. I. & P., etal., for stock 1887 703 

White. Geo. C, Nevada, v. C. &N.-W., for grain 1899 121 

Whittaker, Robert, Dallas Center, v, Wabash et al 190:i 290 

Williams, Richard. IdaGrovo, v. C. &N.-W., for Uve stock 1888 693 

Wright, M. M., Churdan, v. C, M. & St. P., forcorn 1902 261 
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Yoiu:?, O. W. Ulidlen. v. C &N.-W., f :>r live stock l«sS m 

Beaolntlon of Twenty-second General Assembly, directing action for relfef. 1887 79t 

Failure to PuRrriSH Oabb roB Cbrtai!T Markets— see Rights 0/ Shippers. 

Failure to Stop at Railroad Crossing— >ee Cro»sing Stops. 

Fati<ure to Pubchabk Ticket— Extra Fare Mat be Collected— see Pb&^enflr^r 
/are. 

Failure to Stop PAmzNUER Trails— eee Passenger Trains. 

Failure or Companies to Report— Aee Hefiort 

Failure to OPEtiATB Road— see Abandonment of Road. 

Failure to Stop at Oros-uso— see Crossing Stop. 

Farm Orohsinos— see Crossings, Farm. 

Fakt Trains in Citibs— «ee Speed of Trains. 

Fa-t Trains, Pbtitiov to Stop at Small Stations t a Train Service. 
"Fkeders"— see XfOcaf Lines. 

Fencixo— 

Lawsuggcstod 1898 IS 

Liability of carriers in ci'sc of failure to fonco 18&4 4» 

Provisions of law in relation to 1888 !• 

Railroads' need of fencing 18*3 W 

R commendations concerning 1884 27 

Should right of way fences be hog tight? 1818 ^ 

COMPIxATNTS COKCEBNI.VO— 

Adams, J. Q., Spencer, v. C, M. & St P., failure to f<»nce 1885 Ml 

Buckley, Phfllllp, PatterKOTivlllc, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to fence . 1888 5* 

burns ThomaM, Breda, v. C. &N.-W., failure to fence 1885 5S8 

buHon, R. B., Parrersonville, v. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1885 687 

Burns, Thomas Broda, v. C &N.-W., failure to fence ^ ISSo 628 

Carpenter, O. W.. Dedham, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to repair 1891 745 

Clcvur, M. O. and Irwin, J. M., v. C, B. &Q., failure to fence 1884 581 

Curtis, T. J., Fonda, v. 111. Cent., fencingtrack 1884 531 

namewooi, E. C, Coin, v. O. & St. L., condition of right of way 1902 245 

. Oalentlne, D. M. , Van C! eve, v. Iowa Cent., right -of way 1902 272 

Gallentine, D. M., Van'Cleve, v. lowaOent 1903 261 

Qnrdner, John M., Leon, v. D. M. O. & S., fencing and cattle guards 1884 649 

Gation. Russell, Moscow, v. C, R. I. &P., bad condition of, 1894 324 

Gray, James, Ira, V. C. O. W. , stock yards • 1808 S3 

yarshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, v. 8. L. K. & N. W., failure to build 1892 841 

HauBfh, A. B., Newton, v. N. & N. W., failure to fence 1903 329 

Henderson, C. H , Coin. v. Waba^^h, rightof way 19W 301 

Howe, B. A., Brldgewater, v. C, B. &Q., relocation of fence 18D3 ^4 

Hughes, R. M. and Hunn, H. , Boone, v M . & St. L. , failur« to build 18i4 557 

Ingersoll, M. J., Edgewood, v. O., M. & St. P., failure to fence .' 1884 548 

I^nge, Adams, Froellch, ▼. C, M. & St. P., hog-tight fence 1898 188 

Lewis, M. M., Coin. V. O. & St. L., condition of 1900 208 

Lockwood, J. C, Greene, v. B.. OR. &N., failure .. 1897 107 

Love, Mrs. B., Shenandoah, v. O & St. lI, condition of right of way 19v2 248 

McDowell, Palmer, et al , Angus, v. M. &St. L. R'y Co., failure to build 1885 654 

McGee, H., Martlnsburg, v. B. & W.. failure 1897 1® 

Mohs, George, Comanche, etal., v. B., 0. R. &N., petition for 1898 22J 

Meyer, A. F., Boyer, v. III. Cent., failure to fence 1900 IS' 

Miller, H. V., Pattersonvllle. v. C, M. & St. P., failure to fenccj 1835 ^ 

Nicol, Bert, David, v. W. & W.. fencing s^ntion grounds 1895 20J 

OUen, John R., Thor, V. O.&N.-W., faiurj to fence 1884 618 

Onr helm. J. L., Thor, V. O. &N.-W., failure to fence 1884 6<8 

Parsons Bros. , Luray, v. 0. G. W., condition of 1900 212 

Porter, W^. S., Orient, v. C, B. & Q., right of way 1886 ^ 

Price, E. T., Winfleld, v. B. & W., failure to fence 1^ 53i> 

Rehder, MaxH., (iladbrook, v. W., I. & N. , failure to fence . J888 5^1 

Ringland, G. S., Ft. Dodge, v. Crooked Creek, failure to fence 1895 1^ 
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ShellhRmmer, C, Beulah, v. 0., M. & St. P., fai hire to repair 1891 791 

Simmons, A. R., East Pe u. inquiry concerning ho?-tight fence 1898 7ft 

Smull, John, Wick, v. D. M. , O. & S , failure to fence 1888 55^ 

StonfTer. G. H., Sn^te Center, v. Iowa Cent , condition of right of way fence 1003 294 

Tabor, Edwin S., Newton, v. N. & N. W., failure to fence 1903 829 

Tibbetts D. D. etal., Ogden, v. C, Pt. M. & D. M., petition for 1892 827 

Tattle, L. M., Van Cleve, V. Iowa Gent 1903 263 

Wakeraaii, M. A., Otho. v. M. &. So. L. , to connect with cattle guards ^.... 1887 716 

Waldorf. C , H idson. 8. D., v. C , M. & St. P., failure to fence 1892 83^ 

White, S. J, Plymouth, v. C , M & St. P., maintenanceof 1884 65^ 

Wlllikten, O. W. , Thor, v. C. & N. -W. , failure to build 1884 614 

FiB» Set bt Ekgij^es— see, also, Damages. 

LiabfUty of carriers, exemption by contract, supreme court's opinion 1895 xxzv 

COMPLATKTS CONCERMNG— 

Barslow, P.M., Bart, v. C. & N.-W.. flre from engine 1885 5!!> 

Bradley, C. J., Qowrie, v. C. , R. I. & P., property dedtroyed by flro 1839 1082 

Bridge, A. M. , Goldfleld. V. R , C. R. &N..tohay 1887 682 

BninsklU, D., Hawarden, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to crops 1889 1063 

Butts, L. A., Rus.sell, v. C , B. & Q., flresetout by engine 1886 597 

Deming, C, Brush Creek, v. C, M. & St P., flre from engine 1886 611 

Eufl Id, James, Herndon, v. C, M. &St. P., to house from flre by engine 1884 5S4 

Brickson, E. B., Huxley, v. C, M. & St. P.. flreset by engine 18^7 730 

Guthrie, I. N., Newton, v. C. R I & P., flre set bv enirino 1884 1003 

Hasklng, A. N., csthervllie, v. B., C. R. & N., flre from locomotive I988 641 

Leigh, A. C, Latimer, v. C. G. W., meadow burned 1903 235 

McNnmara, Martin. (4rafl^n. v. C, M. & c»t. P., flre from locomotive 1884 622 

Nevln, C. H., Farkersburg, v. I, C. R'dCo., to meadow 1898 79 

Riechers. J. C, Point Lookout, Utah, v. C & N -W., damage 1899 73 

Ring, S. E., Mapleton, v. C. & N.-W., meadow and fence destroyed 1900 ISO 

Roy, Peter, Tara, v. D. M. &Ft. D. R'dCo., flre set by engine 1835 503 

Scarla, D. D. , Sloan, V. 8. C. & P. , flre set by engine. 1887 725 

Stevens, C. R, Donnelson, v. C, B. & K. C, fence destroyed 1888 687 

Tar csch, William, Paton, v. C. R. L & P., damage to hay 1890 935 

Travis, S. N., Peru, v. C. St. P. & K. C, damap:e4 resulting from 189i 70? 

Wertz, J. J,, Russe'l, v. C, B. & Q., flre on meadow set by engine 1886 607 

FL.OODS, losses by in Iowa 1891 17 

Forwarding Cars— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Frkb TRAN^PORTATroy— see Transportation; also Rales. 

Fbbtoht Cabs -see Cars. 

Pbbioht Charges, per ton, per mile 1880 172 

Freight Charobs Guaranteed— see Charges Prepaid or Ounrantced. 

Freight Charges, prepayment demanded, insolvency of connecting line 1878 15 

—see, also, Charges. 

Freight, Classification OF— see C/aa«t/?ca/ton 1885 64 

Freight, Diversion of— see Diversion of Freight. 

Freight, Prepaymfnts— sec, also, Charges. 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of ^.. 1384 553 

Freight— Refusal to Deliver- 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. Mad. &N.-W., wrongful withholding 1834 500 

Melrose; N. M., Goldfleld, v. C &N.-W., failure to deliver at station 1884 530 

Freight Trains, Stopping of at Platforms -see Stopping Trains at Platform. 

Freight Trains Carrying Passengers— see Train Service. 

FoET*, Appropriation of by Carriers- see Appropriation of Coal. 
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GONii, electric, tor crofisin^—fiee Elecfrie Signala 1838 137 
GoVEHNMBNTCosTROLor ownership of railroads 1891 23 

Qoveknoh'8 Questions pob Reports— ^ee Reports. 

Grades, Reduction OF 1S98 4 

Qrjldb CR0^8INa8, Fabm— seo Cro»8ings, Farm. 

Grade Crossings, Highways or Streets -st'e Crossinga, IJightvay. 

Grade Crossing, Railroad— sih* Crossings, Itaxlroad, 

Grain for Seed, reduo«i rates for ISJfi 838 

Graiv House, Sites for— see &'i/e«. 

Granger Law, and tariff , workin^^ of dlscushcd 187d, Appendix cxi; 1878 51 

Granger Law, discussion of liaS 34 

Granger Movkmbnt IN THE West, history of, by Sp<»nccr Smith 1338 21 

Granger Tariff, Eabninus Under— see Earnings. 

<Great Britain, Railroad Commissioners of— see Commissioners. 

HACKS AND Omntbubjib, Privii^obb of AT Station— see Omnibus Privileges and 
IHfcrimination. 

mayRaTiSS, petition of D. M.N. &W., for advance In 1888 IW 

Heating OF Oars— see Warming Cars. 

Height of platforms at stations 

Hepburn committee report 

Highway, The, and the railway 

Highways, establishment of, commissioners no authority over ... 

Highway, relocation, expense of croH.sing must be borne by railroad company 

Keep, F. A., Be.olt, v. M. & St. P., by relocation of track 

History of Iowa railroads 1S79, 88; 1830, 233; 

HiSTORY'OP the Railroad Question ix Iowa— see Railroad Question. 
Hotel Patronage. Solicitation op— see Omnibus Privileges. 4 

IMPROVEMENTS of roads and rolling stock 1S»1, 4; 1£93 » 
Incompetent ENorNEBHs— Fee Knginrrrs. 
Increase of EAiiNiN(iB Under Commissione' s' Rates— see Rates. ' 
Injunction, B. , C. R. & N. , in Joint Rat. s— sec Joint Rates. 
iNjUNCTiON-see Rates and Joints Rates. 

Injunction, by Judges Brewer and Fairall. v. Schedule of 18S3 188S ^ 

Injuries to Persons— see Personal Injuries and Accidents. 

Insolvency OF Connecting Ltnes, prepayment demanded 1878 Ij 

Inspection of Railroads IN Iowa 1898 ^ 

Inspection Service- 

Baker Bros*, and Samuel Li Iburn Co. , Ottumwa, butter and egg shipments 1S9Q ^^ 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade V. 0., R. L &P and C &N.-W 1888 t77 

iNStrFFiLiBNT PASSENGER TRAIN SERVICE- stH> Train Service, 

Interlocking Switches, advisability of their adoption discussed 1888 18 

Adoption of in Iowa 1897 * 

Discussion of 1888 5 

Listofinlowa 1899, 10; 1900, 6; 1801 5 

Ackley, crossing of 111. Cent andlowaCent 1800 W 

Albia, crossing of Wabash and C. a & Q .....^ 1800 97 

Ames, C. &N.-W. and Ames & Coll 1801 1® 

Arion, cross ng of C, M. & St. P., III. Cent, and C. & N -W 1800 W 

Arion, crossing of, C, M. &8t. P., O. &N.-W. and 111. Central 1803 W2 

B"lknHp, 0.\ R. I. &P. and Wabash 1897 85 

Carbon, M. C. & Ft. D. and III. Cent !.!" 1801 18 

Cambridge, crowiing of C. , M. & St. P., D, M. , I. F. & N and Newton and N. W. J803 20l,2C« 

Capron. crossing of C, M. & St. P. and Iowa Central IIXU 205 
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Intbrlockie^g Switcbbs - Continued. 

Year Page 

Carnforth, crosslngof C. &N.-W. andC, R. I. &P 18^8 4S 

Cedar Palls, crossing of III. Cwit. and B. , O. R. & N 1900 I'U 

Centerville, croesingof K. AW. andC, R. 1. & P 1893 80 

Cone, oroa!*ing of 0., R. I. & P. andC, M. & St. P 19o2 216 

Corwith, M. & St. L. and Iowa Cent 1901 180- 

Davenport, C. , R. I. &P. andB., O. R. & N 1SJ7, 40; 18J8, 6; liWl 31 

Denlson, C. &N.-W. and IIL Cent. IPOl 18ft 

DeWitt,C. &N.-WandO.,M. &St. P S. 1901 !»» 

Dumont, crosslngof C. & N.-W. andC. G. W 1900 1(0 

Blberon, crosslngof O. & N.-W and C, M. & St. P 1«H)0 9t» 

Ertthervllle. crosslngof M. & St. L. andB., C. R. & N 1900 03, 0» 

Fairfield, C, R. 1. & P. and C, B & Q 1897 47 

Fonda, crossins? of O. , M. & St. P. and 111. Cent 1900 03 

Ft. Madison, drawbridge of A., T. & 8. Pe R'y 1^99 87 

Gladbrook, crossing of C. AN.-W. andC. O. W ID^i 211 

Grand junction, C. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P 1901 187 

Green Island, crossing of 0., M. & St. P. andC.M. & St. Paul IvOl 211 

Greenville, M. &St. L. andG. & N.-W 1001, 1S2; 19J2 215 

Hampton, crosslngofC. O. W. and Iowa Central 10)2 215 

Hartley. C, M. & St. Paul and G. & N.-W 1901 182 

Har field or Hawley, M. ifc St. L. andB . C. R. &N 19U1 ISO 

Hicks, crossing of O. &N.-W and O. G. W 190j 2J3 

Hinton, crossing of D. &S. C. and 8. C. iSc N 1000 90 

Herndon, crossing of O. M. & St. P. with branch line of same company lOOO 03 

Independence, crosslngof III. Cent. andB., C. R & N 1900 01 

lowaFalls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1000 92 

lowaFalLs, crossing of C, R. I. A P. and III. Central 1903 203 

Jeflferson, C. & N.-W. andC, M. &8t. P 1001 180 

Keithsburg, drawbridge, Iowa Central 1903 209 

Lake Mills, crosslngofC. &N.-W. and M. & St. L 1900 06 

Laurens, crossing of, C. & N.-W and Gow. &N.W 19u0 5 

Laurens, crossing of C. &N.-W. andC. <fcN.-W 1002 210 

Llbertyvllle, C, R. I. & P. and C . B^t. M. & D. M 1897 83 

Llnby, crosslngof C, M. &. St. P. andC, B. & Q 1903 208 

LohrvlUe, crossing, M. C. & Ft. D., C. & N.-W. and C. , M 4r St. P 1903 207 

Malvern, crosslngofC, B. & Q. andO. & St. L 1898 82 

Manly, crossing, C. G. W. andC, R. I. & P 1903 205 

Manson, 111. Cent, and Oow. & N. W 1901 184 

Marathon, crosslngofC. &N.-W. and C, M. & St. P 1900 03 

Marshalltown, crosslngofC. G. W. ard C. & N. -W 1902 218,214 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and Iowa Cent 1000 06 

Mason City, crosslngofC. & N.-W. and M. C. &C. L 1900 P5 

Mason City, crosslngofC. &N.-W. and M. C. & Ft. D 1902 212 

Mclntire, crosslngof C. G. W. and Winona & Western 1900 97 

Melbourne, crossing of C. G. W. and Iowa Cent ^b08 82 

Moorland, crosslngof M. C. & Ft. D. andC, R.I. &P 1003 206 

Moravia, crossing of Wabash and C. , M. & St. P 1002 218 

Moulton, Wabash and C, B. &lSi. C IWl 184 

Neola, C.,R. I. & P. andC, M. & Sr. P 1807 47 

New Hampton, C, M. & St. P. and C. G. W 1001 181 

Ogden, O. ifcN.-W. and M. & St. L 1001 188 

Ottumwa, a, R. L AP.andC, B. &Q 1807, 45, 1890 88 

Paralta, C, M. & St. P. andC, M. & St. P 1001 186 

Relnbeck. crosslngofC. &N.-W. andC. G. W 1000 00 

Rockwell City, crosslngof 111. Cent, and C, M. & St. P 1000 Oa 
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IRTEBLOCKINO SWITCHES— Con<inu<rd . Year Pftge 

Rowan, croaalngC. G. W.andtheB.. C. R. & N. R'y Co 19u3 SK 

Sabula, drawbridge on C. , M. & St. P. over Miss. River 190J 91 

Sabula, drawbridge on C, M. & <^t. P 1903 201 

Sargent's Bluffs, croe4ingof O. & N.-W. andO., M. & St. P 1902 212 

Seymour, crossing of 0., M. & St. P. and C. R. I. &P 189C 47 

Sibley, 0., St. P. M. & O. and B. C. R. &N 1901 185 

Somera. crosslngC R. I. & P. and M. O. & Pt. D 1908 2« 

Spencer, O., M. & St. P. and M. & St. L 1901 181 

Tama, crossing of 0., M. A St. P. and 0. & N.-W 1900, «3; 1901 187 

Ute, crossing of C. & N.-W. and O., M. &St. P 1900 94 

Washington, crossingof O., M. & St. P. andC, R. I. &P 1908 204 

Webster City, C. A N.-W. and 111. Cent.. 1901 188 

* Webb, crossingof C, M. & St. P. andC. &N.-W 1902 214 

Wheatland, crossingof C. & N.-W. andC, M. & St. P 1900 101 

Intersections, Failube to Stop at— 'see Croating Stops. 

INTERSTAE COXMEROB LAW, VIOLATION OF— See Rate*. 

Interstate Commerce— see aNo Stale Commerce. 

Application for suspension of long and short haul clause 1887 714 

Committee on, from United States senate 1885 S2 

Deilrabllity of establishment of interstate CO cnmerce com mission 188S 49 

Discussion of 1882 42 

Discussion of, Interstate Comn^erce Railway association 1890 24 

Interstate commerce law, violation of 1888 868 

Interstate and state commerce, discussion of 13S8 88 

Interstate commerce law anticipated 1883 35 

Its nature discussed in supreme court's decision 1892 88,36 

Lawof 1878 1878 K 

Law regulating, discussed by the board 1887 81 

Powers of the state in reference to 1887, 50; 1894 18 

Reagan bill 1882 42 

Rates on, necessity for elasticity In 1882 45 

Resolution of Twentieth Oeneral Assembly, asking congressional action 1884 88 

What constitutes: Diamond Jo line case , IS-iO. 1074, 1077 

D. J. Carpenter case 1890 849 

H. R. Heath & Son's case, 1894 IM 

Iowa Coal Rate, Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 

lowA CommlsstonerLaw Discuss bo -see Commissioners. 

Iowa Falls & Sioux Citv Railroad, history of 1879 10* 

Iowa Midland Railway, history of 1879 HO 

Iowa Railroads, History op— see History of Iowa Railroads. 

Iowa rates, application of. Mason City Brick Tile Co. v, 0. & N -W 1903 828 

J03BIN(3—Numot'r of persons employed in 18S4 18S4 78 
Jobbing and Manupactctrinq - 

Amount of sales in 1834 18S4 W 

Products in 1884 1884 ?7 

Net increase of business of 1833 1884 76 

Materials in 1884 18^4 77 

Jobbing in Iowa, number of people interested in 1885 *'' 

Jobbers Rates DiflCUSSED— see Carioarf JBa/<?a and 7v'ar<?a ; 1884 73 

Tons of freight moved in 1834 J884 78 

Petition for restoration of jobbers' and manufacturers' rates 1886 ^ 
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JOBBBHS. ' Year Page 

Wages paid by, In 1884 1884 77 

Capital employed by, in Iowa 1884 76 

Jobbers In Iowa should be placed on equality with those of outside points 1835 52 

Joint Bates— see also Rates, Joint. 

Carpenter, E. E, casediscu^ed 1890 8 

Commissioners enjoined from establishing by B. , C. R. &N 1890 6 

Commissioners' joint rate discussed 1891 14 

Deemer, J\ decision concerning 1895 xxiii 

DesirablUty of between all Iowa lines 1887 717 

Joint rates, status of discussed 1896 5 

Dissentin g opinion of Justices Bothrock and Robinson concerning 1891 49 

Eighty per cent schedule higher than rates voluntarily cliarged by carriers or those 

now in effect on interstate traffic , 1891 15 

Failure to apply on flaicseed feihipments 1891 762 

In force in other states, but refused in Iowa 1894 197 

Injunction proceedings against commission 1891 45 

Law and discussion in reference to joint rates 1890 4 

Laws relating to 1805 xvll 

Legl latlon recommended ... 1891, 50; 1895 xxix 

Li-^t of roacls refusing to accept commissioners' joint rates ! 1891 14 

List of roods accepting same •. 1891 15 

Litigatioa on 1890 6 

Must be applied for and refused to shippers before petitioning board 1895 xxvili 

Opinion of Iowa supreme court concerning 1891, 45-50; 1805 xxv 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to B. , C. R. & N. injunction case 1893 27 

Opinion ofsupreme court in reference to Blair v. 8. C. &N 1897 295 

Overcharges on account of roads failing to apply, ordered refunded 1891 768 

Power of states to fix through rates over two or more lines 1891 47 

Petition by carrier to extend time of trial of, account of apparent increase of earn- 
ings under 1831 15 

Reasons for motion to dissolve injunction and rea'^ons for injunction 1891 46 

Rules for fixing rates for continuous haul (80 per cent schedule) 1890 6 

8<?hedule and order concerning 1895 xxii 

Status and discussion of 1895 xvii 

Violationof joint rate law by one carrier, no excuse for another 1891 768 

Willingness of 111. Cent, to apply in Iowa ,.... 1891 763 

Complaints CoNCKBNiNa— 

Baker, W., manager Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Central 1894 837 

Campbell, F. M. &Co., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q., failure to apply 1895 194 

Carpenter, E E., v, C, M. & St. P. et al 1900 5, 127 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. C, R. L & P. and B., C. R. & N., petition for 1889 1085 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. Iowa Cent, and C. Q. W., refusal to apply 18J« 250 

Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, V. Iowa Cent. , refusal to apply 189i 337 

Coon Valley Coal Co., Des Moines, v. C. , St. P. & K. C, discrimination in 1892 767 

Corey Coal Co., Leliigh, V. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for 1892 839 

I arby, J. H., Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., refusal to apply, overchage 1895 203 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., petition for 18S9 1022,1087 

Flint, F. C. , Manchester, v. C. , M. & St. P. , refusal of through billine 1806 81 

Ft. Madison Chair Co. v, C. , B. & Q. and B., C. R. & N. , refusal to make 188J 1055 

Holman, C. J. &Bro,, Sargent's Bluffs, v. C. &N.-W. etal., petition for 188J 1018 

McGilora, L. E. , Larch wood. v. B., C. R. & N. et al. , refusal to apply 1^J2 8)2 

McCarthy, M. H., Dubuque, letter of, co'icerning 1890 81 

Steeves, J. C, Page Center, v H & S. andC, B. &Q , refusal to apply 1802 852 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. 111. Cent., refusal to apply 1891 762 

Tims, J. B;,-Tama, v. C. &N.-W., refusal to grant 1890 934 

Joint Stations— see also * 'Y. " ' 

And Y connection.s, legislation recomraendi*d....r 1889 40 

At railroad crossings or intersections ... 1884 78 

Laws of Missouri and Wiscon.sin concerning, at crossings 1883 710 

■COMPLATKTS CoNCERXTNO and PETITfONS FOR— 

Allen Grove township, Scott county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and B., C. R. 

&N 1885 499 
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CoMpi^mTi Cosczni^J^Q-Continutd. Year 1 age 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. Cent. Iowa and Wis. , lowa&Xeb 18B1 361? 

Carnforrh, citlzen.s of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , freight facilities at 188:i 887 

Crandall, J. B. , Sterling, III. , ▼. C. & N. -W. , and Wabash at Lohrville 1884 57S 

Crooked Creek R'd Co., union depot at Webeter City ISffl 212* 

Davenport, Moline & Rock Lsland, petition for at Wheatland. .. 1887 751 

Dean, George W., etal., Conway, v. H. &S., and C, B. & Q. i.'d Co 18SI 5*» 

Denison, Citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. et. aL, petition of 1887 727 

Diagonal, cltissens of, v. C. , St. P. &K. C. and H. &S., petition for 18i9 10& 

Donnan, Fayette county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. andB., C. R. & N 1890 SS^ 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C , M. & St. P. etal., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Goldfield, citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. andB., C. R. & N , 1884 S» 

Harrison township, Mahaska county, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W. et al....l886, 007; 1887 764 

Harveyville, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 18S5 30O 

Hawarden, cltlzenaof, v. C. &N.-W andC, M. & St. P 1881 .537 

Herndon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and VVaba.«h, St. L. & P 1884 5S» 

lowacounty, citizens of, v. C, R. I. &P. andC, M. & St. P 1884 512 

Jenks, A. M. , Sheldahl, v. C &N.-W. et al , pHtform, crossing, etc 18i>7 n8& 

Jesup, Ellis, etal. New Providence, v. Iowa Cent, and Toledo & N.-W. R'y.... 1885 545^ 

Kry«her, Le\i, Avon, v. C, B. & Q. andC, R. I. &P., petition for 1886 30S 

Louden Machinery Company, Fairfield, v. C, B. & Q. and C. G. W., petition for 

freight Httttion at Aft on Junction " 1898 167 

Melbourne, J H. Bagley, etal. of .v. C. G. W., joint station at crossing 1898 1ft 

Malvern, citizens of, v, C, B. & Q. and Wal>a*»h, St. L. & P. 1884 SS 

Mason, E. H., Carnforth, v. C. & N.-W andC, R. I. & P., petition for .1*85 535 

New Boston, citizenn of, v. A., T. & S. Fe et al 1897 41 

Noel, J. T., Noel. v. C, M. & St. P. and B., C. R. & N., petition for 1885 587 

Oneida, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. andC, St. P. & K. C, peUtionfor 1889 1072 

Palestine, tra-^tees of, v. C, M. & St. P. andC. & N.-W 1884 oI2,5ia 

Reynard, J. S., Creston, v. C, B, & Q. and C. G. W., at Afton Junction 1893 196 

Robinson, C E., etal., Hawarden, v. C. M. & St P 1887 704 

Rockwell City, citizens of, etal., v. C. &N.-W. etal., at Lohrville 1891 758 

Romans, J. B., et al , Denison, vC, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W., at Arion ;891 742 

Row, Samuel, etal., Oekaloosa, v. C. &N.-W. and Burl. & vVestern 1885 502 

St. Charles, citizens of, etal., v. C, R. I & P. etal., near Bevington 1892 735 

Sheldahl, citizens of, v. C. , M. & S^ P. and C & N. - W. , petition for 1888 570 

Sheldon, citizen •« of, v. C, M. & St. P. etal , inadequate accomodations at 1887 697 

Shipley, H. F., Heriidon, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al 1883 708 

Smith, A., etal., Conway, v. C, B. & Q. and H. &8.. petition for 1890 854 

Stile, T. R., et al , St. Charle*, v. C, R. L & P. and D. M. O. & 8 1887 679 

Truro, citizens of, etal., v. D. M &K. C. etal., at near Bevington .... .... 1892 756 

Walnut and Vernon twnships, Palo Alto county, citizens of, v. B. , C. R. & N. 

andC.M&St.P 1888, 479; 1837 683 

Warren township, citizens of, Poweshiek county, v. C. & N.-W. and C , R. I. &P. 1884 598 

Warren township, Keokuk county, trustees of, v. C. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P. 1885 575 
VVinterset, 8l. Charles and Truro, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. and D. M. &K. 

O., petition for, near Bevington 1892 755 

JxTRisDiOTiON oi" RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS— see aLso Commissioner*. 

Of commissioners 1878, 6; 1891, 28, 85? 

Of commissioners in matters of private right 1892, 26-28, 38-i39 

Just DiucBiMiNATiov discussed 1884 73 



K 



FIGKUK & Deb Moines Railwat, history of 18T9 110 



LACK OF Cars— «ee Failure to Furnish Cars; also Cars fxick of. 
Lack of Depot Facilities— see Station. 

Lakes, Inland, crossed by railroads without authority 1886 60 

Land Grants, first and final report of 1878, 46; 1898 12 

Larob and Small Shippers— see Carload Rates . 

Larrabkb, William, governor, questions for commissioners' report, 1880 tf 
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Law Gbantiito Power to Commibsionebs— see Commiationera. Year Fa^e 

La W8 AWD LaGTSLATieir relating to railways 1800 Appendix, 1899 Appendix, 1900 Appendix 

Affecting railroads dlscassed— aee Itailrocui Queatton, 

Amendments Buggeeted 1878 82 

Chronological arrangement of 1878 81 

C5onfllctlng and dlspnted provisions of 1880, 87; 1891 42 

Decisions of oonrt construing • 1895 x 

In reference to automatic couplers and brakes ■ 1887 ^ 

Inlowa, affecting railroads 1890 Appendix, 1900 Appendix 

Provisions of in surrounding states 1885 "^ 

Recommendations of commissioners concerning legislation 1887 67-60, 76 ; 1891 42 

Recommended by commissioners 188^ 87-46; 1891 

Revisions and present status of 1895 

Suggestions concerning amendments to'law requiriag reports of carriers 1879 4 

Unlformltyin S? 1892 46 

LsABxs, TvRMiNATioir OT TOB Wabbhotjbeb, Tbbmb ot, xto.— «ee Site$. 

Lbasbd Roads, discussion of advisability of consolidating 1879 a 

Lbyzxb, their maintenance by railroad companies • 1^84 

Lewis, DwiohtN.. elected secretary 1899. 15; 1900. 10; 1901 9 

Liabiutt 01* Oabbieb— 
Retoitd its own Lines— see Damages, 
OONOEBNINO Lite SrooK-see also lAve Stock. 

For care of in transit 1889 1060 

Porkilling 1898 249 

For shrinkage of or decline of market during delay in transportation 1892 805 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, v. C, B. &Q , shipments of without attendant 1888 647 

Fob FAiLimE to Sound Whistle at Cbossino— see Stock Kitted; also Crotsing 

—Highway. 

For failures to stop at platforms 1891 777 

Fob Goods Shipped * 'Ownbbs' Risk"— see Owner^s RUk, 

Fob Rates Quoted bt Agent 1889 loeo 

Hamilton, J M., Welda, Kan., ▼. O., B. &Q 1886 660 

Fbok FiBE, SuPBEJCE OouBT's Opinion 1896 xxxy 

see also fHre Set by Engine; also Damages. 
Not Exempt Fbok, bt Contbaot— see Ow7ier*8 Bi»k. 
Of initial carrier 1885 650 

Lighting Cabs— 

Discusslonof 1890 6 

Discussion of dry carburator system 1892 48-44 

Limited Tickets, What Constitutes Notice or Limitation, ETa— see Tickets. 

Litebatube, objectionable soli on trains 1883 98 

Litigation— see also Railroad Question. 

Cases i)endlng in state courts to enforce commissioners' orders 1891 88 

Decisions of supreme court discussed 18:)2 21,89 

In reference to commissioners* rates 1889 80 

Report of attorney-general concerning 1892, 89, 43; 1898, 89; 1890, 10; 1896, 87; 1806 175 

Live Stock— see also Liability of Carriers. 

Brown, W. R., WaUiagford, v. C, M. &St. P., delay in transit 1883 C87 

Care of when shipped 1887 741 

Engle, B., Onawa, v. C. &N. W. R'y, cruelty to stock in transit 1884 641 

In Palace Cabs, Methods op Regulating Chabges pob— see Palace Stock Cars. 
PasHonger fare for attendant, with L. C. L. shipments, not authorized by com- 
missions* schedule 1897 270,847 

Confinement in transit, not exceeding twenty-eight hours 1878 66 

Substitution op, in TBANSiT-see Stealing Live Stock in Transit, 

Live Stock Rates— see Rates, Freight. 

LoadiaQ Cabs psom Wagons— see also Demurrage, 

Galley, W. H., Zearing, v. Centrallowa, refusal to furnish cars for 1886 673 

Strong & Co., Luton, v. C, M. & St. P., for track shipments 1896 156 

TimeaUowed for 1834, 623: 1889 996 
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LoADiHG AND UNiiOADivo L. O. L. Shipmxkts— Year Pftg* 

Hoebel, P., Blaintown, y. aUllnee, regolatioiis oonaeming 1802 808 

liOOALFBXTOHT, percentage of 1888, 20: 1885, 21; 1886. 20; 1887 20 

LooAL Frvtoht, Tomf aov in Iowa, Pebcxntags or— eee Tonnage 

LoOAli RAT]iS-«ee RaU». 

LooAL Tbain Ssrtios— see Train Service. 

LooaIj Lnras, percentage of ohsrgee recelTed on throngh shipments. 1803 83 

LooATioir or Railway— 

Board of Control V. M. 0. &F. D.. near school for deaf 1902 2B5 

LooATioir or Oxrad— see Nuisance. 

Randolph, H. P.. Major, etaL, CorrectionviUe, v. Illinois Central Ry Ifl02 2tt 

LoooMonyis, net weight of 1879 54 

Loos, CLAfismcATiON 01*— see Claesijication, 

Log RATB4 Compabbd— see Mates. 

Long akd Short HattIj, Ratbb fob aitd Violation or -see also Bates. 

Famam& Eilboome, Akron, v. O., M. & St. P., violation of 1888 69S 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, v. IlL Cent 1886 4So 

Hogaboom, 8. R., Crefton, ▼. C, B. &Q., onhard coal 1895 226 

Joyce, D.. Carroll, v. C, M. & St. P. andC. &N.-W., on lumber 1894 ZIO 

Lame Implement Co. , Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., on oar of Implements 1896 173 

Low rates for long haul, importance of to the state 1880 181 

New York and other laws concerning 1885 55 

Merrill, J. H. & Co , Ottnmwa, v. E. & W., violation of 1888 739 

Principle of referred to 1886 52 

Loflscs BT Floods— see Floods. 

Lossaa on Thbough Busincss Mads up by High Looal Ratxs— see Rates. 

LiUioiBB Rates— see Rates. 

LOdT IN Tbansit— see also Damages. 

Barber Med. Co., Davis City. v. C, B. &Q., carboy of vitrol 18» 783 

Bamiola, John, Dana, v. C, R. I. & P., shortage of oats shipped to t'eoiia 1801 Ti4 

Batten. Daniel, Lacas, v. C, B. &Q., household goods IPOS 284 

Beok, Joseph, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., of coal 1893 84 

Brewer, G. W. &Co., Hamilton, v. C, B. &Q., groceries 19(S 290 

Brower, D. M.. Adel, v. C, R. I. &P., hogs 1891 831 

Brown, J. V. H., Flagler, v. C, B. &Q., etal., mirror broken 1890 05 

Bruce, J. J. , Rolf e, O. & N. • W, failure to deliver goods as marked 1883 651 

Calkins &Homan Bros.. Coming, v. C B. &Q.. stove. 1886 611 

CampbeU, F. M., Randolph, v. C, R &Q.. grain 1900 200 

Cary, George T.. Grant, v. C. B. &Q., goods 1891 813 

Caeter A Briggn, Barnes City, v. B., C. R. &N., window broken 1898 89 

Churchill, v. R., Royal, v. Ill Cent., milk cans from depot platform 1908 316 

Clark. A., Canton, v. C. &N.-W., loss of veal 1893 296 

Conden, W. A., Ellsworth, v. C. G. W 1908 296 

Oonrad, Ed A, , Forest City, v. M. A St. L. . and C- & N. - W. , household goods 1894 400 

Coad, Jas.. Bverly, v. C, M. &St. P., of baggage 1901 496 

CresweU. M., Bonaparte, v. C, R. I. & P, hogs 1883 629 

Cumings, J. M., Spencer, v. C, R. I. &P., household goods 1880 111 

Bsslck, M. L., Indlanola, v. C, St. P. & K. C, potatoes 1890 946 

Fowler, C. W., Rowan, v. B., C. R &N., veal damaged in transit 1896 166 

Fremont Butter and Egg Co., V. C, B. &Q , car of eggs missent 1890 844 

Fuller, H. B., Otho, v. 111. Cent., box of goods 1888 741 

Germer, Otto, Imogene, v. C, M. & St. P 1897 145 

Georger, H., Grant, v. B. &0,, household goods damaged 1894 292 

Gross, F. P., Sibley, v. B., C. R &N., goods 1892 8S8 

Halloway, H. G., Paton, v. C, R. I. &P , steel 1892 824 

Hartman, G. A., Creston, v. C, B. &Q., shortage of coal 1889 997 

Heal^, H. M. & Son, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. & N., damage to flour 1894 258 

Hebron, S., Strawberry Point, v. C, M. & St. P., damageto stock 1891 841 

Heaton, H. J., Apderson, V. C, B. &Q , goods stolen 1882 459 

Henderson Bros., Traer, v. B., C. R. &N., apples in transit 1901 516; 1908 286 

Holcomb, H. I. , Mason City, v. C, R & Q , of calf at transfer 1901 497 

Hurley^A. S., Cherokee, v. B. AM., of tools 1897 148 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W . tent outfit 1896 210 

Kendig, A. J., Winterset, v. C. R &Q., medicine 1908 287 

Kendall B. S . Kellerton, v. C. &N.-W., household goodi 1882 587 
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Lost nr TRASSiT^ConHnued, Year Paire 

Knight, P. W., Mllford, V. O., M. &8t. P., J IflOi 99 

Knifr, Otto 0., Alexander, V. Iowa dent, buffet 1908 258 

Eranee, Robert Oo., Dayenport, v. 0., R. I. & e. S 1MB 288 

Lingham, M. , Van Oleve, v. Iowa Cent. , loss of oil on platform 1806 225 

Lather, M. H.^ Swede Point, ▼. IlL Cent., andC, B. &Q., household goods 1882 627 

Malia. T. B.. Ayrshire, ▼. C, R. L &P 1903 289 

Maritndale, J. M., Prairie aty, v. C, R &K. C, box of books 1896 77 

Marqoardt, C. Q. . of the Iowa Phonographio Co. , y. 111. Cent. , goods 1892 806 

MltcHeillmplement Co., Ft. Dodge ▼. C, R I. &P 19U8 301 

HcFarlane, James, Blencoe, ▼. 8. C. &P., boxes of tobacco 18S5 683 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, y. C, M. & St. P.. merchandise 1881 .''^1 

A^cNall, A. H.. Maxwell, y. C, M. &St. P.. and W., I. &N., merchandise 18^5 5.3 

HcNall, A. H., MaxwelL y. C, M. & St. P., barrel of sugar l<«8o 5 7 

Osborn, P. B., Ellsworth, y. C, M. &St. P., etaL, oar of wheat 190.S 2:3 

Phelps, P. K.. Rookford. y. B , C. R. &N., flaxseed 1895 24.» 

Piekenbrock. B. R &Boni«, Dubuque, y. C, M. ft St. P., baggage 1«00 i:3 

Raber, John, Newberg, y. & N -W., household goodd 1882 4r)S 

Read. T. C. Coming, y. C, B. &Q., breakage 1902 'JUl 

Ryan, J. A., Laurens, y. C. & N.-W., loss of hogs 1890 MO 

Skinner, J. P., Grinneil, y. C , R L &P., sample case 1902 269 

Smith, James A., Westgate, y. C. G. W., coal in transit 1902 2*8 

Sokol & Kegley, Monmouth, y. C. &N.-W., damage to sorghum 1884 S!9 

Southall. Williams & Sons, Pierson, y. C. &N.-W , of grain 1898 70 

Spenoer Bros. Randolph, y. C. , B. & Q. , oar of coal 1882 449 

Stafford, H. W. , Grundy Center, ▼. B. , C. R. ft N. . shortage in car of o&ts 1891 V29 

Stebblns, W. P., Decorah, 111., y. 0. G. W .merchandise 1804 2Sr 

Stebbins, W. P. DrtMoineP, y. C, R. L & P., household goods ISO'^ If? 

Thurman, Geo. , Anita, y. C. . R I & P. . windmill vane IfHX) i:3 

Thurman, Geo. B. Anita, y. C, R I. &P., axle broken in transit lUt2 CJt 

Tlmmons, Mrs. L., Wichita, Kansas, y. C, R ftQ., of couoh lOn Sift 

Van Norman, J. , Moyllle, y. C. , R I. ft P. , et al., merchandise 18rr> 16L 

Vetter, D. Grant, y. C, B. ftQ., oilcloth 1801 781 

Wahl, O. A., Churdan, y. C, M. ftSt. P., cotton IWW 181 

Wamstaff. N., Grand River, y. B &M. etaL, merchandise 188S 079 

Whittier, L., Whiting, y. S. C. ft P. and C. ftN.-W., merchandise 188:3 5S4 

Witmer, P. R, ASon, Mingo, v. C, St. P. & K. C, goodsstolen 189D 876 

Wood, Alfred, Traer, y. C , M. &8t. P. andR. C. R & N 1S82 532 

MAIL FACTLinvB Ain> Mail SBRyiCE— see Station Service, also Train Service, 

Mapui RiVBR Railroad, history of 1£79 111 

Marked Capagitt or Cars— 

France, H. C, Rose Hill, y. C, R I. ft P., rule goyeming 1807 186 

Markets, Chotcs or, Shtppbrs BxriTLiD to— see RigltU of Shippers. 

Marks, M. L., Testimony of, in Dayenport rate oases 1888 761 

Mabrachtibetts, attitude of, concerning grade crossings 1898 W 

MAXiMTm AKD MiKiMiTM RATES, discussiou of 1885 53 

M AZTMini Rates, opinion of supreme court concerning, discussed 1887 9 

Maxixitm Rates, In Dayenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 752,773, 707 

McClaih, Bmlin, * 'Statutes of Iowa relating to railways" 1890 8 

Mileage— 

Comparatiye table of 1809, 6; 1900 8 

Increase in Iowa discussed 1881, 5; 1808 

Iowa, fifth of the states in 1891 5 

In Iowa, table of 1879 128 

Of road bulU from earnings in excess of 6 per cent on 130,000 per mile 1891 87 

Proportion of earning credited to branch lines 1889 1000 

Mileage Book- 

Hultz, Webb, Chariton, y. Iowa Central, claim for rebate on 1880 861 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1890 861 

Nash, C. J., Ottumwa, y. Wabash, C, R. I. ft P. etal., refusal to honor 1889 675 

Pollans, F. B., Waterloo, y. IIL Cent., use of by other than purchaser 1887 184 

Hilling ts Tbahsit— 

Application of principle to barbed wire 1887 716 

Edmonds, E. J. Marcus, y. III. Cent., cleaning grain in transit 1893 253 

Tlede, A. C. ftCo., Elkport, y. C, M. &St. P.. petitionfor 1892 85a 
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^MiNiMUif Chabos— Year Pag* 

Barnard Bros, , Ackley, v. Central Iowa, 26-cent charge 1880 1» 

Iowa Jobbers ▼. allrailroads, attempted advance, 25cto60o 18M 895 

Parker, S. F., BarlviUe, v. C. & N.-W 1882 431 

MiNiHUM Weioht— 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. IlL Cent 1808 a 

MiNiMiTM Weight ahd Mabked Capacity of Cab— 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. C, M. &St. P., charges for excess 1887 718 

Dee Moines Linseed QU Works, Y. IlL Cent. . on flax seed 1886 218 

Danlap, J. EL, Clarlnda, v. C, R &Q., on wagons, partsof. 1887 780 

DoBois, W. 8., Rockwell Oitj, v. 0., M. & St. P., marked capacity of car 1890 VU 

France, H. O., Bose Hill, v. O., R. I. & P., rule governing marked capacity of cars 1897 185 

flollingaworth, A. B., Dnnreath, ▼. IlL Gent., coal 1889 51 

Eetchnm & Johnson Oo. , Marshalltown, v. O. & N. -W. , agrlonltaral implements.. 1897 lOg 

Leonard, DanleL Coming, y. all railroads, on car of sheep 189i 169 

Matthews, J. J., Cherokee, v. IlL Cent., on corn 1901 517 

McGrath, J., Tyrone, v. C, B. &Q., on coal ; 1808 865 

Morris, DanieL Lawn HUL v. G. &N.-W., o^oarloads 1888 4o9 

Mt. Pleasant Milling Co. V. C, B. AQ., on flour 1889 Mj 

Pearson & Hayton, Pierson, v.C. A N.-W., grain 1890 05 

Sheldon, H. C, Tingley. v. C, B. &Q., on sheep in carloads 1805 201 

Slife, M. Dedham, v. C, M. &St. P , marked capacity of cars ■ 1800 124 

Townsend/D. W., Cherokee, v. III. Cent., estimating weight of brick 1899 84 

Mink, Oliyeb W., comptroller, letter of, in Council Bluifs complaint 1838 546 

M I3CrHtLANEOU&— 

Adams, E. E. Britt, v. C, I. &D. R R. Co., compensation for printing 18S3 615 

Astor, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., location of new town near Astor 188t 689 

Brown, A. F. Newton, v. Central Iowa, failure to run Odd Fellows* train 1883 790 

Carlson, S. G. Stratford, y. C. &N.-W., rental for site for scales 1883 21 

Ca<3sellman, J. H., Ames, y. C, St. P., M. &0., claim for lost mileage book 1892 842 

Davids, etal., Sanborn, y. C, M. &St. P., unsanitary cabooses 1886 02 

Dow&Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. M. &N.-W, withholding of freight 1^4 600 

Bxpenses in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on abandonment 

of truck 1801 788 

Gillespie, Mrs. R. , Chadron, y. C. , B. & Q. , refund for ticket stolen 1880 1006 

Indebtedness of railway companies, law concerning 1884 70 

Jones, F. C, Herndon, v. D. M. &N. W. etaL, storing cars on Y track 1882 867 

Paralta, Linn county, citizens of y. C, M. ASt. P , highway to depot 1802 814 

Randall, L. D. & Co., Dubuque, y. 111. Cent., division of territory between rail- 
roads 1881 132 

Slosson, J. M., Northwood, v. B., C. R. & N. , feeding snow bound passengers ,.. . 1883 674 

Spire, WilUam J., Barnes City, y. C, R. I. & P., misconduct of train men 1802 860 

Valentine, H. K., Casey, v. United States Express Co., claim for perishable goods 

sliipped with charges guaranteed 1802 847 

MTt^QUOTED RaTBS BT AGENTS, LIABILITIES OT CABBIEB3 TOB— SCO Liability, 

Mixed Cabix)ADS— see Carloads, 

Mixed Tbain Sebvice— see Train Service. 

Monopolt of shipping far^lities on station grounds against public policy 

1800, 803-805; 188L 738,814; 1802 781 

Morgan, E. G., appointed secretary of the board. .•: 1880 8 

Resigned 1887 6 

NATIONAL Convention of railroad commissioners 188L 164; 1000, 6; 1001 6 
see also Convention of Railroad CommisBioners. 
Navigation, Obstbuotion of -eee Oftsirucfton and Overflow. 
Nboltobncm in Cabe of Station— see Station. 

New LiNESt, construction of 1898 6 

Night Station Sebvtoe— see Station. 
NoBTHWOOD Case -see also Abandonment of Road. 

Certify to attorney-general 1884 41 

NUIBAWOE— 

Excavation of pit by railway company causing water to collect near highway. 1000 206 

Woman's Village Imp. Oo. , Coon Rapids, v. O. , M. & St. P. , unsightly piles of dirt 1807 105 

Location or CBiBfr-Randolph y. Illinois Central U02 285 
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OBSTRUCTING Stbests and Hiohwat CBoasiKOS— see, also, CrotHng, High- 
way, Year Page 

Barnej, B. , mayor of Meservey, ▼. M. C. & Ft. D. , street with cars 1896 168 

Dodd, F. B., Waucoma, ▼. O., M. & St. P., with standing trains 1896 111 

Qafford, Joseph, Borllngton, v. Citizens of Murray, by elevator 1887 687 

Homaday, J. N., UnlonviUe, v. C, R. I. & P 1908 880 

Johnson A Erlckson, Pickering, y. C. , M. & St. P. , by fence 1898 200 

Knight, F. W., Mllford, v. C, M. & St. P 1902 288 

Lee, L. W., Wick, v. O.G. W., by standing train 1898 80 

LeMars, dtlzenaof, v. 111. Cent 1890 861,880 

Horchlson, A. S., WilUamsbarg, v. C, M. &St P., by trains 1886 517 

Murray, citizens of, V. C. , B. & Q. , at highway crossing 1886 665 

Murray, oitizensof, v. C , B. &Q., protest of Joseph Gaff ord 1887 687 

Ochiltree, T. J. , Morning Snn, t. B. , O. R. & N. , blockading streets 1884 686 

Payne, I. D., Linden, V. C, M. & St. P., by train 1901 408 

Boley, T. T. Keswick, v. B., O. R. &N., by standing train 1896 126 

Rudolph, A. K, North McGregor, v. O , M. & St. P., bytrains 1900 166 

Russell, J. M., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., by elevator 1898 164 

Thomas, A. D., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., streets across station grounds 1808 166 

Turner etaL. Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P., by train 1808 210 

Walker, Gea D., Teeds Grove, V. C. M. & St. P., by trains 1900 177 

Waters, Jamee, Des Moinee, V. C. & N.W., with cars 1892 882 

Wickersham, T. G., Capron, v. C. G. W i903 820 

Wind, Carl, Hemdon, v. C, M. &St. P., by train 1900 201 

Wyatt, E. R., etaL, Lamoille, v. C. &N.-W , with train 1886 554 

Zeidler, J. C, Mallard, v, C, R. L &P., by building and platform 1898 166 

OBSTBUCnOW AWD OVERFLOW— 

Amundson, H. , Ellsworth, v. C. & N. - W. , water course and highway 1888 788 

Anderson, A. A., et. al., Okoboji, v. C, M. & St. P , navigation 1892 741 

Antrim, Wm., Randolph, v. C. , B. &Q., insufficient drainage 1900 187 

Armstrong, J. R., road supervisor, Marion, v C, M. &St. P., watercourse .... 1804 246 

Arthurs, C. H., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., K. &N. W., improper ditch 1900 182 

Avery, S., Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. &P., improper drainage 1901 600 

Bamholdt, Clause, Wiota, v.. C, R. L &P., lack of culverts 1800, 061; 1894 828 

Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., K. & N. W 1906 298 

Beebe, J. W., Talmage, v. C. G. W., waste water from tank 1892, 857; 1898 210 

Boal, John, etaL, Mltchelville, v. C , R. I. &P., insufficient drainage 1897 144 

Board of trustees, Buckingham twp., Tama county, v. C. &N. W., on highway.. 1908 806 

Boldlng, D. D. , Coppock, v. Iowa Cent. , improper drainage 1901 463 

Butt, James, Knowlton, v. C. G. W., changing water course 1902 280 

Campbell, J. S. K.. Morning Sun, v. lowaCent., drainage 1896 172 

ChurchlU, S. T., Arthur, v C. & N. W., on highway 1908 808 

Craig, W. F. , et al. , Davis City. v. C. . B. & Q. , of water course 1890 879 

Crozier, C. B., Oskaloosa, v. B. &W. &C. &N.-W., of water course 1890 860 

C, R. I. &P. R'y Co., V. C, St. P. & K. C, at grade railroad crossing 1887 735 

Dale, A. S., ScarvlUe, v. C. &N.-W 1908 322 

Dammeler, Henry, Newton, v. N. &N. W , 1903 824 

Donner, J. D., etaL, Marshalltown, v. W., I. &N., by defective constructipn.... 1887 718 

Eldon drainage case 1896 125 

Ewer Bros., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P 1908 804 

Fortney, David, Otho, v. M. & St. It. , refusal to lower culvert 1885 531 

Gibson, S. W., Monmouth, v. C. &N.-W 1903 280 

Giles, Charles, Talmage, v. C , B. &Q., of waterway 1890 845 

Greenwood township, trustees of, Bancroft, v. C &N.-W., of water course 1894 843 

Guthrie county, oitizensof, v. C, M. &St. P., near Bagley 1808 142 

Harding, N. G., Des Moines, v. D. M., N. & W. etaL, drainage 1890 87 

Hendrle, J. S., etal., Pacific Junction, v. C, B. &Q., of creek 1884 660,574 

Huxley, oitizensof, byO. L. Hatteberg, v. C, M. & St. P., of water course 1896 280 

HujTser. A., etal., Pella, v. Wabash, obstruction to drainage 1900 290 

Innls, W. H., etaL, Bmmetsburg, v. B., O. R. & N., navigation 1886 479 

Jenks, A. N., Sheldahl, v. C. &N.-W., by surf ace water .. 1886 574 

Keller, B.F., Knowlton, v. C. G. W., caused by dam in right of way 1902 270 

Kelley. W. F. , Decatur county, v. D. M. & K. C. , damages on account of 1890 886 

Kendall, W. T., etaL, Spirit Lake, v. C.,M. & St. P., navigation 1886 491 

Kinney, A.,Herndon, v.C, M. & St. P. 1902 299 

Kline, George, Glidden, v. C. & N. - W. , insufficient waterway 1891 771 ^ 

Koons, J. H., Des Moines, v. C. G. W., drainage R 0Jl!??a.ty.V159^^gl!IHB' 
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Obstruction and Oyskwijow— Continued. Year Page 

Laage, A., Froelioh, y. C. M. A St. P., Insoffloient drainage 1892 888 

Leehej, John, etal., Falrbank, ▼. O. G. W 1908 825 

Lestlna. F., Froellch, v. O.. M. & St. P., highway crossing 1897 ll» 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., damage on aocoont of 1898 808 

McConnell, T. D.. Botna, v. C. &N.-W., from embankment 1896 189 

McNaughton, M. N., Villlsca, ▼. C, R &Q., stockdrowned 1887 708 

Mitchell, L., Blairsborg, v. 111. Cent., drainage 1896, 197; 1896 S7 

Moore, Thomas, etaL, Torln, v. C. & N.-W., arbitration 1889 099, lOQS 

Powell, Charles, et al., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., damage, by reason of 1896 148 

Rick, James G., Granger, y. D. M., N. & W., defective drainage 1897 118 

Rodgers, G. W., Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L. , petition to drain excavation 1886 584 

Shellhamer, C, FroeUch, v. C, M. &St. P .• 190B 294 

Shopell, Henry, Mt. Union, y. B. &N.-W., damage caused by 1883 664 

Simmons, C. H., Mapletoj, v. O., M. & St. P., drainage 1899 88 

Smith, E. J., North English, v. C, M. & St. P., improper drainage 1882 832 

Terry, J.L., Martelle, v. 0., M. &St. P., of watercourse 1808 740 

Tlbbets, D., Miles, etaL, v. C, R.I. &P., drainage near Eldon 1886 125 

Turner, James R., Wiota, v. O., R. I. &P. . insufadent drain pipe 1891 790 

Wall Lake, township trustees of, v. O. AN -W., diversion of natural stream 1900 141 

Waterman, D. C, township clerk, V. Iowa Central 1902 297 

Wavorly station grounds on C. G. W 1906 288 

Wertz, 0. H., Lena, y. O., R. L & P. 1906 249 

Wheatland, dtizensof, v. O. A N.-W. R*y Co 1908 244 

Wilcox, J. A., Sanborn, v. O., M. & St. P., of water course 1893 890 

Wray, A. M., etaL, Kalona, v. B., 0. R. & N 1908 288 

Wright, W. H. H., DunlapiV. C. & N.-W., insufficient drainage 1880 89 

Yungclas, J. H., Duncombe, v. IlL Cent., of highway 1885 545 

Yungclas, J. H. , Webster Olty , v. 111. Cent. , of defective culvert 18e2 587 

OrriGSBS* SAiiUEinEB 1888 645 

Omnibus PBiyTiiEOE&— 

Anderson, P. G. , & Son, Mason City, v O. , M. & St. P. , discrimination in 1896 222 

Beach, W. H., Goldfleld, v. R'yCo'a refusal to allow him 1898 87 

Close, George v., lowaFalls, v. B., G. R. & N. etaL, discrimination in 1892 768 

Hackmen of Sioux City v. R'y Companies, discrimination in 189D 881 

Smith etaL, Manilla, v. C, M. & St. P.. hotel runners at stations 1888 607 

Stalker, J. W., lowaFalls, v. Illinois Central, discrimination 1897 120 

Thomassen, John G., Pella, v. C , R. L & P. , discrimination in 1890 906 

Todd, J. B., Manilla, v. C, M. & St. P., privllegesof hotel runners at stations.... 1894 277 

VanHouser, F. andC, Cedar Falls, v. IlL Cent., discrimination in 1881 185 

Opxratino Expbrses— 

Must be met by earnings 1880 178 

Percentage of different classes of 1890 162 

Opbratobs, TKiiSORi.PH, PETITION FOR— SCO Station, 

Obdbbs or CoMMiBSiONSBS, their nature should be specific, instead of advisory, 

opinion by supreme court Ml® 81.89 

Ovmi-Capitalization— see Watered Stock. 

OwROHABOB OS Sand— See Ratea. 

OvEBOHAROS IN Pabsrnqbb Farbs— see Passenger Fares. 

OVERCHAROR ON FREIGHT— 

Allen, D. P., Carroll, v. 0., M. & St P. etaL, oncarof Junk 1889 1008 

Amos, T. B., Essex, y. C, B. &Q., on calves 1887 76B 

Archie, W. F., Spencer, y. C, M. & St. P., refund ordered 1881 187 

Arnold. J. M.. Davis City, v. C, R &Q.. on powts 1888 TOl 

Aye, Rolf, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. &N., on timothy seed 1896 884 

Banks, J. A,, Cooper, v. D. M., N. &W., on thresher engine for repairs 1898 8S4 

Barber, Bd., GUdden. v. C. A N.-W.. in rate on buggy 1884 49,69 

Barr, S. P.. BagleGrove, v. M. C. &Ft. D., on empty baskets 1889 684 

Barrett & Son, Mount Vernon, v. C. &N.-W.. on com 1887 689 
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OvBBCHABOB OT Fkeiqut— Continued. Year Page 

Bathe, O. R., Taskeego, ▼. O- B. & Q. , on cars of hogs 1889 1064 

Bckzter, J. W., Lewis, v. C, R. I. & P., onUvestock 1888 888 

Beach, C. L., Stratton, Neb., v. M. & St. L., error in quoting rates 1886 618 

Beade^ J. C, Imogene, y. lowaOent., onhoosehold goods 1901 618 

Bellevne Pomp Oo. , Belieyue, v. O., M. & St. P., Interstate 1901 489 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel. v. C. & N -W., on wagons 1887 000 

Blanohard. D. A., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on buggy, interstate 1896 8S 

Borum, 8. J., Dee Moines, v. O., a &Q. andD. M. N. & W., onbillard tables... 1896 122 

Bowers, CSiarles, Qulncy, IlL, v. C, B. I. &P. on ticket 1802 848 

Bunker & Hazzard, NewelL, v. 111. Cent. etaL, on agricultural feed steamer 1891 770 

Buflsard, J. & Co , Imogene, V. Wabash, refund of 1884 497 

Breezl^, W, H., Kelly, v. O. &N.-W. et al., refusal of joint rates 1892 846 

Brent, L. H., Weston, v. C. &N.-W., erroneous classification 1888 681 

Brockway, K F., Alnswortli, v. C, R. I. &P., on live stock, etc 1888 682 

Brown, C. M., Anamosa, y. B., C. H. &N. andC, M. & St. P., on heifer 1883 688 

Brown, W. S., Manson, y. III. Cent., marked capacity of car 1896 61 

Brown, W. S., Manson, y. 111. Cent., onstone 1900 189 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, y. C. M. &St. P., on account of minimum weight.. 1887 718 

Brown, L. A., of Jeflferies & Brown, Davis City, y. O., B. &Q., on apples. 1891 772 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, y. Illinois Central, on account minimum weight 1902 268 

Canfield, Charles, EstheryiUe, y. C, M. & St. P., on household goods 1888 607 

Carpenter, D. J. , Reloit, y. C. , M. & 8t. P. , on account of applying interstate rates 

to state commerce 1890 840 

Carpenter & Genung, Independence, y. C. B. & Q., on horse power 1889 960 

Carroll, K L., Adel, y. D. M. N. & VV., on wheat 1881 133 

Carroll, T. R., Plainfleld, y. IlL Cent, on coal '. 1898 08 

Chambers, 8. E., Corwith, y. C, R. I. & P., on wagon 1886 480 

Clarke, O. J., Sibley, y. C, St. P., M. & O., on merchandise 1888 716 

Cline & Bennett, Meriden, y. 111. Cent., incorrect weight on lumber 1888 698 

CUne, J., Reasoner, y. C. R. I. & P., onliyestock 1888 780 

Cochran, Robert, Audubon, y. B., C. R. & N., onbuU 1884 640 

Codd,H. G. 8., Westfleld, y. C. & N.-W., onUye stock 1894 200 

Cole, J. L., &8on, Greene, y. a, C. R. & N., on wallpaper 1884 624 

Conroy, P. T., Walnut, y. C, R. I. & P., on stock cattle 1890 07 

Cooper, A. A., Dubuqae, y. C, M. & St. P.. on wagons 1881 188 

Coop«r, A. G., Ottosen, y. a, C. R. &N., on stock 1900 188 

Cooper, A. M. , Tracy, y. C, , B. & Q, on car of com. 1896 76 

Corwin, J. H., Dedham, y. a, C B. & N., etaL, on household goods 1889 1048 

Cox, J. R., Dexter, y. C. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P., on threshing outfit 1892 845 

Crandall & Eyer, Webster Qty, y. lU. Cent., on spring wagons 1881 182 

CresswelL John, Bonaparte, y. C, Ft. M. & D. M., on stock cattle, interstate.... 1899 126 

Critchfield, J. W., Lucas, y. C, a & Q., on portable house. 1900 207 

Crosby, C. F., South English, y. C, R. I. & P., passenger fare. 1879 25 

Cunningham & Gray, Blencoe. y. C. & N.-W., et. aL, on fence posts 1889 1061 

i Damme 07, Wm., Newton, O., B. I.&P., refund of oyercharge 1806 14» 

Darby, J. H., Belmond, y. C, M. &8t. P., failure to apply joint rates on hogs.... 1896 808 

Dayis, A. J., SewaL y. a, C. R. &N., on corn 1902 292 

Dayls, J. E., Coin, y. C. M. & St. P., on household goods. 1896 168 

Denton, Robert, Iowa City. y. C, R. L & P.. on bull 1884 647 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works y. Ill Cent., charges, on marked capacity of car.... 1895 218 

Dickey, William G., MaxwelL v. C, St. P. & K. C, etal., on coal 1887 779 

Downing, W. E., Selma, y. C, a & E. C, etaL, on lumber 1888 783 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, y. C, a & Q., on wagon 1887 750 

Dunlap, W. W. , Alliance. Neb. , y. C. , M. & St. P. , refund of bridge tolL 1884 810 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, y. C, M. & St. P., stock in Ames palace car 1888 884 

Eckroot, John, Beacon, y. C, a I. & P., interstate. 1900 133 

Ellis, G. M., Emmeteburg, y. C, M. & St P , onsulky 188^ 996 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, y. B., C. a & N., on horse 1886 611 

Fairchild, E., Chester, y. C, M. & St. P., on horses, interstate 1880 106 

Ferguson, T. W., Dallas Center, y. C, R. I. & P., on roll of harness leather 1888 600 

Foster, T. M., North English, y. B., C. R. &N., drugs 1800 68 

Fowler, L. M., Watklns, y. C. & N.-W., on light top buggy 1888 677 

Freeman, F. M., Dayis City, y. American Express Co., on two dogs. 1892 854 

FrizzelL Thomas, Malcom, y. C, R. I. & P., on smokestack '. 1898 868 

Fuller, J W., Kellerton, y. C, a & Q., on hardware 1887 61 

Garyer, Wm., Tlngley, y. C, a I. & P., on household goods. 1001 611 
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Garvin, William, Marcus, v. 111. Cent, on lior.<*e power 1890 84B 

Garvin, William, Marcns, t. 111. Cent., on com 188i 280 

Giant Coal Co. , Dee Molnea, v. C. & N.-W., oncoaL 188S 60i 

Gibbs, E. H. , Oskaloosa, ▼. C. . B. A Q. and B. & Western, on merchandise. 1886 619 

Gilbert, H. A., BSstherville, v. B., C. R. & N., on car of coal 1889 1000 

Gillespie, J. T., Nevada, v. C. & N.-W., overweight on empty barrels 1880 006 

Globe Coal Co. , DesMoines, v. 111. Cent., on coal 1901 ^gj 

Qolden, C. M., Kellogg, v. C, B, I. &P., shipment of seeds 1888 782 

Gooch, N. L., Avon, v. C. AN.-W., emigrant movables 1888 61 

Goodsell, L., Fergus Falls, Minn., v. R, C. R. & N., in passenger fare 1883 617 

Gossmann & Regan, Elkader, v. C, M. & St. P., interstate 1908 270 

Graham, M. J., Odell, v. C, a &Q., overweight 1901 498 

GrifBn, B. A., Tekemah, Neb., v. C, M. &St. P., on household goods 1891 772 

Griffin, Patrick, GrandRiver, v. H. Aa, on car of com 1888 fl80 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B 1882, 688; 1888 60i 

Guthrie, S. B. , Webster City, on oil tank w«gon 1888 746 

Hale, W. C, Wellman, v. C, R. I. &P., on car of oats 1887 7«1 

Hall, C. E, Glenwood, Neb., v. C, B, &Q.*, on bull 1884 6M 

Hadley, A. J. , Deltay, CoL , v. C. , R. I. & P. and D. & R. G. , on household goods. . . 1897 81 

Hall, Traman. Bedford, v. C, M. &8t. P. andC, B. &Q., on buggy 1806 66 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda, Kan., v. C, B. &Q., on bull 1885 660 

Haney, S. J., Ohequest, v. O., R. I. &P 190S 297 

Hannum Brothers & Arthaud, Wapello, v. O., R. I. &P 1903 294 

Hershey Lumber Co., Muscatine, v. B., O. & N., on lumbar, change of rates 

without notice , 1898 606 

Horsey, L. G., EarlviUe, v. 111. Cent., on five cars of com 1887 718 

Hill, F. W., Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., on flour from Waterloo to Melbourne.... 1888 681 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C, M. A St. P., on car of ponies for state fair 1889 1063 

Hofer, J. S., Des Moines, v. C, B. &Q. etaL, on household goods 190S 286 

Holmes, Jos., Marshalltown, v. C. &N.-W., on car of apples ■ 1891 7SI 

HoUister Lumber Co. , Manchester, v. 111. Cent., on coal 1900 172 

Hoopes, T. J., Eugene, v. C, H. &Q., on household goods and lumber 1882 467 

Hornaday, C. A., Udell, v, C, M. & St. P., on hay press. Interstate 1896 88 

Hows^ J. P., Fenton, v, C. & N.-W., stone, etc 1900 221 

Hoyt, M. A. ABros., CarroU, v. C. &N.-W 1879 28 

Hughes, J. C, Norwalk, v. D. M. &K. C, on logs 1807 88 

Hunna, A., Abingdon, v. C, R. I. &P., household goods, interstate 1892 731 

Hupp, John, etal., v. C, R. I. &P., on livestock 1898 73 

Hulburt, L. E etal.. Ft, Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1881 141 

Hutchroft&Co., Kossuth, v. B. C. R. &N., onslackcoal 1889 1008 

Igo. Lewis, Palmyra, v. C. &N.-W., on corn shipments 1887 601 

Jackson, A., Tama City, v. U. P., on mixed car of live stock 1883 664 

Japp, Guat., Rosedale, v. t., R. L & P. and C. &N.-W., on horse power 18S8 1041 

Jennings, F., Rose Hill, v. C, R. L & P. etal., livestock 1898 48 

Jergens, Fred, Everly, v. C, M A St. P., on hoaqehold goods 1896 96 

Jervis, John, Cleveland, v. C, B. & Q , portablehome 1900 208 

JlckUng, WilUng, Ira, v. C. G. W., on buggy 1894 239 

Johnson, J. F., Paton, v. C, R. I. &P., on car of horses 1892 834 

JohnsonJ., Red Oak, v. Centrallowa, on livestock 1884, 519; 1885 407 

Johnson, A. , Tlngley, V. H. & S. et al. , on coal 1888 678 

Jones, T. B., Beaconsfleld, v C, B. &Q., two mlnimums 1899 111 

Karbeg, H., St. Louis, v. C, B. &Q., on acct. excess baggage rate 1901 502 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1889 1004 

Keefe James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. O. & Ft. D., on coal 1889 901 

Kelley, J. W., Osceola, v. C, B. &Q.,onlime 1880 17 

Knowles, C. B., Glenwood, v. C, B. &Q., oncow 1893 68 

Knowles, W. P., Sioux City, v. IlL Cent., on light, bulky package 1882 460 

Knowles, W. H., James, v. American Exprras Co. , on small package 1891 771 

Knowles, W. F., James, V. CJ. S. Expiess 1903 £98 

KnowltonMfg. Co., Rockford, 111., v. 0., M. & St. P., on Implements 1886 547 

Kreutzer & Wassen. Marshalltown, v. O. & N. -W. , on lumber l88l 183 

Kreuger, O. F., Des Moines, v. 0. &N.-W., on household goods 1894 263 

LaGrange, J. H. , Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., on junk to Chicago 1897 68 

LanelmplementCo., RedOak, V. C, B. & Q. , on short haul 1896 175 

Leech, James, Derby, v.O.B. &Q., on bob-sleds 1887 691 

Leeper, J. B &Oo., Pleasanton, v. C, B. &Q., etaL. petition for refund 1889 lOlS 

Leighv- A. C. , Baglevllle, Mo.,v. C.,B &Q 1908 826 

Lalmkufthler, F., Moscow, v. C, R. I. &P., on binding twine DLQi]i.^-®.<^.b.y..V?.Vf8^'^Ml7 

Looker, J. K. M., Bonaparte, v. C, R. I. & P., emigrant movables 1891 B26 
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Lnmmis, W. dT^., Ferry, ▼. O. & N.-W., onironsafe 1886 681 

Marshall, Ed, Casey. ▼■ O. , R. I. & P. , on household goods 1894 2V^ 

Martin, B. H. Telephone do. , Webster City, v. U. S. Ex. Co. etal 1008 817 

Mathews, B. Bandalla, v. B., C. R. &N., mixed ear of live stock 1883 224 

MoDaaeld A Co. , D. H.. lowaClty, ▼. B., C. R. &N., on dead hogs 1886 6S6 

Matzii]ger,a., Slater, v. O. N.-W., shipment of bull 19C8 257 

McIDonald, O. W., Dysart, ▼. B., C. R. & N., on merchandise 1834 619» 

McOllora, L. B. , Larchwood, v. B. , C. R. & N. , traf&c from point to point in Iowa 

though passing outside the state in transit, is state commerce 1802 863 

McKay, P. D., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on coal 1807, 115; 1000 200 

McKinley, Geo. F., St. Ansgar, v. B., C. R. &N., onhoosehold goods 1885 204 

Meade. S. K. , Rockwell City, ▼. D. M. N. & W., on butter and eggs 1888 601 

Meade, S. E.. Rockwell City. ▼. D. M. N. & W., on salt and other merchandise. 188P, 000,1002 

Mennlg & Slater, DesMoluen, ▼. C, R. L &K et al. , on pickles iOuO 203 

Miller, Qeorge, Olntier, ▼. 0. AN.-W., on store fixtures 1001 514 

Miller, H. C. Oorydon, v. H. &S , on oar of corn 1887 706 

Miller, John, Wankon, ▼. C, M. & St. P., on broom com 1892 890 

Moore & Gill, Eanaaa City, y. K. C, St. J. & C. B., on car of merchandise 1883 676 

Moore. N., VanMeter, v. C, R. I. &P., on wheat to Chicago 1897 53 

Moorman. Mark, Newton, v. C. R. I. &P., household goods lOOS 208 

Moran & MoManus, Adair, ▼. C. , R. I. &P., on merchandise 1885 550 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, v. C. &N.-W., minimum carload 1882 460 

Murray, Qeo. P.. Wiota, v. C, M. & St. P., on emigrant movables 1801 778 

Nichols, Pliny, WestUberty, v. C , R. I. &P., on stock for fairs 1881, 141, 1884 567 

Nicholson, H. , Maple River Junction, v. C. & N.-W. , on emigrant movables 1888 710 

Norton, G. W., Durant, v. C , R. I. &P. andC, M. &St. P., on livestock. 1884 620 

Nye, J. P., Essex, v- C, B. &Q., on corn 1888 784 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Cnnter. v. B, C. R. & N., excessive rates 1888 788 

Ormsby, A. L. , Bmmetsbnrg, v. B., C. R^&N., on carriage, interstate 1806 00 

Owens, A. Carlisle, v. C. B. &Q., excessive freight charges 1804 248 

Pisokard, S. B<i Marshalltown, v. Iowa Central, on shipment of cattle 1008 28S 

Pearson & Hayton, Pierson, v. U &N.-W., grain 1809 05 

Persons, B. D., Blenooe, v. C. &N.-W. etal., on car of posts 1880 1056 

Plummer, J. W. & Son, New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., apples, interstate. 1890 100 

Powers, T. B., Scranton, v. C, &N.-W,, livestock and agricultural implemont<i... 1808 41 

Preston, F. B., Adel, v. D. M. N, & W., on empty egg cases 1801 760 

Radwich, S., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., passenger fare 1888 760 

Reasoner, Mrs. H. M,, Reasoner, v. C, R. I. &P., onUvestock 1889 1068 

Bedhead, George S. , Des Moines, v. D. M. & K . C. . on young bulls 1896 06 

Reinberger & Shroeder, Des Moines, v. C. & N. -W. , on furniture, K. D 1886 514 

Reuken & Tammen, Parkersburg, v. IlL Cent. , on brick in carloads 1883 601 

Ribum, Thomas, New Albln, v. C, M., & St. P. and B . C. R. & N., on bull 1884 5B2 

Risley, T, E. D., Shenandoah, v. C, B. & Q., on horses, lack of joint rates 1895 150 

Ritchie, W. S. &Son, Muscatine, v. B., C. R. &N.. etal., on car of oats 18S6 588 

RippeyCoalCo., Rippey, v. C. M. & St. P. , on coal 1889 1006 

Roberts, F., Coon Rapids, v. C, B. &Q., on account of overweight 1898 83 

Roberts, J. &Co., Columbus, Neb., C, B. &Q., onshelledcom 1884 547 

Rogers, Warren, Marathon, v. C. & N. - W. , on emigi%nt moveables 1888 722 

Roeegrant, S. C, Galva, v. C. & N. • W. , on oil meal 1S85 511 

Rosenberg, Isaac, Traer, v. B , C. R. &N., on merchandise 1884 606 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, V. lU. Cent., on marbla 1883 680 

Schnoor, Mrs. O., v. U. S. Express Co., on box of merchandise 1002 257 

Scott, O. B,, Pet*»raon, v. U. S. Ex. Co. organ 18W ^ 

Shenk, Walter, Bai Ungton, v. C. , M. & St. P. , on passenger ticket 1885 525 

Shearer, F. W.. Ida Grove, v. C. &N.-W., on telephone poles 1884 587 

Sheldon, H. C. , Tlngley, v. C. , B . & Q. , minimum weight on sheep 1896 201 

Shultz, H. E., Dows, v. B., C. R. &N., on show case. 1884 532 

Smith, B. H. . Dubuque, v. 111. Cent. , et al. , on goods for state fair . : 1884 540 

Smith, B. R., etaL, Fairfield, v. C, R. I. &P., onUvestock 1898 73 

Smith, H. C, New Hartford, v. III. Cent., onhou-sehold goods 1884 605 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. C, M &St. P., on feed 1882 668 

Smith, H.J>.. Monticello, v. III. Cent , etaL, joint ratai refused 1891 762 

Smith, S. , et al. , New Market, v. St. L, , K . & N . ■ W, , on hou.sehold goods 1886 606 

Smlth&Shaul, Qulmby, v. K. C, S. J. AC. B., oncarapples 1890 889 

Stacy, A- I., StaoyviUe, v. III. Cent., interstate 1001 628 

Starlin, John, Missouri Valley, v. Wabash, on stone ... >. 1884 406 
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Steer, WlUlainM., West Branch, v. B., C. R. AN. S'j CJo., on coal 1884 fiW 

Steevea, J. C, Page Center, v. H. & S. and O., R & Q., joint rate* refnsed 1882 851 

Stevena, J. T., Bentonsoort, v. C. R. I. P 1W8 815 

Stow, A. BL, Ca<9tana, v. C. &N.-\V , on old wagon 1900 1C3 

Taaker, Thomas G., Onslow, v. C. &N.-W., on corn 1887 723 

Tasker, K. 8., Onslow, v. C, M. & Sc P., on corn to Chicago 1896 131 

Taylor, H. L., East Peru, v. C, B. &Q., etal., on emigrant movables 1806 211,228 

Teal, C., Ocheydan, v. B., C. R. &N., on general merchandise 1885 619 

Tennessee Cedar and Timber Co. , Wanamaker, v. C. , B. & Q. , et aL , on account 

of stakes on cars 1808 G8 

Thomas, A. E., Des Moinc, v. C, B. &Q., on cow 1 1887 TSl 

Tuttle, L., Lawrence, Kan., v. M. & St. L., onhay 1886 498 

Vorse, F. W., Des Moines, v. M. & St. L., on agricultural implements 1884 615 

Voss, Fred, Logan, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1889 1059 

Wagner, Phil, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1891 TSO 

Watson, Mrs., Sioux City, v. E. C, St. J. & C. B , etal, on household goods 1883 6r9 

Watson, J. A., Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., on emigrant movables, interstate 1896 1G3 

Webb, G. B., Rhodes, v. Adams Express Co. 1900 161 

Webb, Henry, Kew, v. C, B. &Q., exorbitant rates 1883 626 

Weir, H. C, Mt. Pleasant, v. C, B. &Q., on Uve stock by weight 1880 1019 

Weir, R. H., Winthrop, Dak., v. B., C. R. & N., on household goods 1885 633 

Wells, Geo., Germania, v. B., C. R. & N., grain to Chicago 1806 55 

Weston, F. E., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W., on liay 1896 50 

Wheelook, G. H. , Germania & C. M. & St. Paul, on stock cattle 1901 61 1 

Williams, Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. R. &N., goods not shipped O. R 1884 628 

Williams, R.R., Keb, V. C, B &Q., on house 1897 96 

Wilson, J. C. , Harper, V. C. , R. I. & P. , on carriage 1893 844 

Wilson, B. L. Truro, v. C. Q. W., onbuggy.... 1896 117 

Wiss Bros., Alta, v. Ill Cent., on live stock prior to acceptance of commissioners* 

rates and pending injunction proceedings 1894 282 

Wiswell, B. R., Rolfe, v. C. &N.-W , onhay 1888 718 

Witham, J. W., Des Moines, v. D. M. &K. C, in passenger fare 1892 810 

Wright, W. T., Oskaloosa, v. C. &N.-W. etal., on passenger ticket 1887 732 

'E'aggy, E. H., Audubon, v. B., C. R. &N., on emigrant movables 1885 583 

Tecum, A. , et al. , Van Cleve, v. C. , St. P. & E. C. , tickets to state fair 1880 1061 

Yomng, Charles, Talntor, v. Iowa Cent., on emigrant movables 1891 755 

Younger, J. W., Winterset, v. C. &N.-W., carof wheat 1908 200 

Zangs, H. A., Ottumwa. v. C, B. &E. C, on whisky 1884 608 

Oykbchabgb, refunded in case of violation of long and short haul clause 1894 279 

OvKB CRoasiNoa— seeC?ro»«<nflr. 

OvEBFLOW— see 2>rainaflr«, Damages, Obstruction, 

OWNBKSHIP AND COSTBOLi OF RAILBOADi BT GOVEBNMENT— See GovemmenL 

OwNEBS' Risk— 

Contract exempting common carrier from liability not authorized by law 1882 415 

Law concerning 1834, 628; 1892 831 

COMPIiAIKTB CONOBBNINO— 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. S. C. &P., and C. &N.-W., damages 1882 465 

Crawford, W.H., Hampton, v. Iowa Cent., on bulk flaxseed 1881 188 

Bricbhon, C. A., Meservy, v. M. C. & Ft. D , released shipments 1882 831 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C. B. &Q. etal 1883 668 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P., damage for breakage 1800 STS 

Williams, Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B , C. R. & N., carrier's liability unaffected.. 1884 528 

Williams, W.L., Coming, v. C, B. &Q., in shipment of dairy products 1S86 610 

QALACB Stock Cabs— 

I Fields &Bro., W. M., Cedar Falls, v. all lines, extra charge for 1892 889 

Passenobbs Cabbibd on Fbeiobt Tbains— see Train Service. . 

PAB8ENOEB8 Fabbs— see also Overcharge. 

Discussed at national convention of commLssio lers 1891 ^ 35 

InNew York 1878 63 

OnC, R L AP. R'y, reduction in 1906 283 

Reduction discussed 1887, 47; 1680 42 

Ten cents extra on failure to purchase tickets— see also Ejection from train. 1891 780 

With reference to improved condition of roads. 1801 26 
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Armour, Yolnej, Ldvermore, y. M. & St. L. , extra fare paid on train 1802 ^ 

Baker, T.'M., Camming, ▼. C. O. W., excessive iMtssenger fare 1894 286 

Bradford, W. B., Britt, ▼. C, M. A St. P., exeeesive passenger rates 1883 712 

Crosby, C. P., Sonth English, v. C, R. I. &P., excessive 1879 27 

Curl, C. £., Bloomfleld, v. C, B. &Q., advertised excursion rates refueled 1888 637 

Cade, R. C, Carroll, V. C. &N.-W., on railway ticket ISOT W 

DamiDdler, William, Newton, v. C, R. I. &P., not part of freight charges 1896 149 

Banner, W. W. , Des Moines, for Holiness Association, camp meeting rates 1894, 335; 1895 198 

Day, Homer, Blythedale, Mo., v. C, B. AQ., fare paid on train 1898 882 

Dandon, John, Whiting, v. C. & N. -W, overcharge in 1906 248 

Frazier, J, 8., Nevada, v. C. & N -W.. overcharge on acconnt of longest route .... 1887 121 

Grand Jury, Boonecounty, v. C. &N.-W., illegal and excesive 1908 800 

Gronewoldt, Wm., Nashville, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in 1901 611 

Harris, A-, Avoca, v. C, R. I. &P., overcharge in 1881 127 

Herring, I., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. &K.C 1892 860 

Howard, E. A., Fairfield, v. C, St. P., M. &0., fare paid on train 1893 881 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Co. , Des Moines, v. O. & St. L., inquiry 1897 110 

Ives, C. J., rnreB.,a R.&N., reduced rates to Y. M. C. A. secretaries 1893 854 

Leeds Improvement Co., v. III. Cent., five cent fare to Leeds 1889 1066 

Linderman, if. , JSpworth, v. 111. Cent., car comx>anies be compelled to issue com- 

mut-ation tickets 1897 80 

McEvoy, E. P. , Osgood, v. C. , R. I. & P. , failure to observe contract 1901 482 

Madison, E. P., Ottumwa, v. C, B. &Q., stop-over checks 1880 76 

Parr, F. J.,. Ft. Dodge, v. B., C. R. &N., overcharge.... 1900 180 

Poorman, D. A., Des Moines, v. C, B. &Q., extra fare paid on train 1891 886 

Springer, A., Prairie City, v. C, R. I. & P., refusal to redeem tickets. 1886 680 

Stevenson, B. C, Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. &W., discrimination 1895 188 

Stewart, A. D., Yale, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for refund of excess 1898 280 

Tracey , L. D. , Des M olnes, letter concerning excess paid on train 1879 81 

Weston, A A, Victor, v. C, R. I. &P., overcharge. 1898 66 

White, D F , Grinnell, v. C, R. I. &P., 10 cents extra paid on train 1896 281 

Witham, J. W., Spirit Lake, v. B., C R. & N., excessive 1886 573 

Passes to shippers of live stock 1888 040 

Weitzell, S. B., Gowrie, v. C, R. L &P., right of shippers to 1900 180 

Patronags fob Hotel, Solicitation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Paving, carriers must pave between and one foot outside of rails in streets 1884 7T 

PFiNALTiBS, for failure to apply commissioners* rate s, agreement concerning 1889 86 

Pebcentaox of Iowa Townagb— see Tonnage. 

Pebobntaob to short Unes...^ 1878, 15; 1879, 65-69; 1883, 787; 1898 88 

Perishable Propbbtt, Delay in Handling— see Damages. 

Perkins, C. E., president C. B. &Q., letter of, on long and short haul 1886 487 

Letter of, adopting commisBioners' rates 1889 20 

Personal Injurt— 

Frazier, James, PaiSllina, v. C. &N.-W., thrown out of buggy 1884 621 

Hill, Enoch, Mltchellvllle, v. C, R. I. &P., mail pouch thrown from train 1896 120 

Martin, F. A., Washington, V. C, R. L & P 1882 681 

Reid, Chas., Wessington, v. B., C. R. &N., damages on account of 1888 679 

Stephen, C. W., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., in caboose in collision 1888 716 

Stringhfun, Alonzo, Eellerton, v. C, B. &Q., damagesfor 1886 gag 

PaTSiOAL Condition of Roads, Improved IgOS 4 

Platfobics, height of, at stations 1.... 1889 1071 

Platforms at Railroad Crossings— see Joint Stations. 

Political situation in Iowa discussed 1888 44,46 

Pools and Pooling— 

Di^icussion of .... 1878, 48; 1880, 69; 1882, 48; 1883. 42,56; 1894 861 

Discussion of , in national convention of commissioners 1894 861 

E^ectof, on trade and commerce 1886 61 

Failureof, asamethodof controlling rate 1886 67,68 

Forbidden by law , 1888 648 

Legalityof 1887 80 

Paperon, by Peter A. Dey '. 1884 868 
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Pool and Pooling— Conttnued. Year P»g© 

Pooling contracts, sanctions for 1887 42 

' 'Popular and Legal Views Concerning, " Judge Coolej 1888 M 

Potter, T. J., letter on 1883 617 

P06TIj:o of TARiTFB-see Tariffs. 

Poui/TBT, LrviB, PBoyisioiTs FOB Shipmehtt of— 

Gentner, W. H., Farmlngton. V. C, a &E. C 1896 19 

PowiBB OF COMMTSSIONSBS— see AutJiorUy ; also Committioners. 

Pbepaid Chabobs— see Charges^ Iiate$, Prepayment; also FreigJU Charges, 

Pbepatmbkt of Chaboes— a> 

Carpenter, C. O., Chicago, ▼. B., C. R &N., on melons UOl 616 

Conesville, Carpenter, C. O. , of, v. B. , C. R. & N. , guarantee of charges on per- 
ishable freight 1886 40 

Doyle, Charles T , Panora, v. C. &N.-W., on household goods 1888 638 

Prepayment, no discrimination allowable. (Diamond Jo case) 1888 1074 

PBB8ENT Cash Value— see Value, 

Pbiyate Claims— see also Damages, ' 
Commissioners no authority to collect 1880 lOBS 

Pbitatb Sidetbacks— see Side Tracks. 

Pbocbdube before railroad commissioners 1882 2U-9 

Pbopobtion of EIA.BNINOS TO Shobt Lines— See Percentage to Short Lines, 

Pbo-batino discussed in re Merrill v. K. & VV 1888 739 

In Iowa, discussed 1884 6 

For * 'feeding" lines 1870 65 

Pbospebitt of roads 1801 4 

Pbotection fbok CB088INO8— see Crossing. 

Public Wabehoubes— see Warehoiuest Public. 

PUBLiciTT of railroad matters desirable 1878 71 

PuBDT, W. G., vice-president C. , R.I. AP., earnings discussed by 1888 8 

Letter of, on cash value of railroads 1888 42, 43 



QUOTATIONS OF Rates bt Agents Binds Cabbibbs— see Bates, 



RAILROAD Question— 
Address by Thomas M. Cooley 1801 28 

Anderson, Commissioner, paper on, by 188S 63 

Discussion of 1884 4-68 

In its relation to accounts and stattstics of companies * , 1806 40O 

Origin and problem of , Adams 1881 ki 

Smith, Spencer, Commissioner, on 1888 £1 

Railboad Situation in the West. Paper by Gen. G. M. Dodge 1888 W 

Railboads— 
Abandonment of road and taking up track— see Abandonment of Road. 

Are public highways 1881, 77; 1886 64 

Classiflcatlon of, "A," "B," "C" 1881 85 

Crossing railroad, failure to stop at— see Crossing Stop. 
Elevation of —see Topographical Discussion. 

History of-see also History 1880 238 

In hands of receivers— see Receivers. 

In the West, situation of , General Dodge 1888 38 

Laws— eee Laws Relating to Railways. 
Legislation concerning— see Legislation. 
Ownership or control by government— see Oovemment. 

Present cash value of, letters concerning, etc 1887, 181-147; 1888 661 

Progress of railroad building discussed 1881 77 

Stockholders and public equally interested in prosperity of 1886 54 

Their origin and problems, Adams 1881 81 

Their relation to the territory they were built to serve 1886 60, 68 

When in private business cannot discriminate in favor of themselves 1888 1046 
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Bailboad Commibsioners— Year Page 

Additional powers of, dlscaased— see also Commt««ioner«, authority of 1886 66 

Authoritj of, diacnssion concerning law granting additional power to 188i 42, 81 

Ck>nference of—see Commiaaioners. 

Convention of 1881 16* 

Discussion of , by Judge Cooley 1883 46 

List of Iowa commissioners— see Commiaaionera. 

Lawdiscussed 1885 86 

Madeelective 1889 26 

National convention of, at Columbus— see also CommUaionera 1878 78, • 7^ 

Report to the Cullom committee on interstate oommeroe 1883 88 

Bates, Fbeioht— for passenger rates, see Paaaenger Farea. 

Adoption of commissioaers' rate-ibj railroads, February, 1889 1889 fS^ 80 

Agreement of companies to adopt commLssioners' schedule 1889 85 

Application by Iowa trunk lines for advance in 1894 184 

Application of Iowa rated to shipments beginning and ending in Iowa though 

passing outside in transit, denied 1908 828, 868 

Based solely on comparison with rates In other states 1S04 193 

Ao between through lines and local lines, percentages. 1893 88 

Authority of commisfdoners to make, under law of 1878 1889 26 

Carload rates on mixed cars of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

Carriers no ground for complaint at reduction of by public authority to the average 

it voluntarily accepts. Int. Com Com. - 1891 10 

Carriers using class A rates on interstate business cannot plead for class B locally, 

when such rates discriminate against Iowa. B., C. R. &N 1890 871 

Cer ro Qordo and Ida counties, citizens of, petition of, to reduce 1893 220 

Change in, by amendment to cla siflcation No. 12 1902 217 

Coal, ice, etc., for less than five miles 1890, 908. 922; 1891 729 

Coal, petition for advance in for 200 miles and upwards 1892 791 

Coal, protest of operators against advance in 1894 191 

Coal, rates from Des Moines Mines to M. & St. L. towns in northern Iowa 1908 290 

Coal rates, Investigation of, ordered by Twenty-seventh General Assembly 1809 9 

Coal, schedule in 1880 ...1880 28,87 

Coal, schedule suggested by Governor Larrabee in Glenwood case 1887 688 

Commissioners', apply on shipments from point to point in Iowa, though passing 

outside in transit 1892 88, 80 

Commissioners', criticised by W. G. Purdy, vice-president C. , R. I. & P 1888 41, 42 

Commissioners', effect of on purely local roads 1891 13, 14 

Commis-^ioners*, effect on Iowa business 1891, 9, 16; 1894 216 

Commissioners', intended to afford relief to business interests of state and give 

reasonable compensation for service 1888 85 

Commissioners', original schedule, higher than voluntary by carrit rs 1888 88 

Commissioners', promulgated under law of 188S. 1888, 85; 1889 933 

CommLssioners', schedule and classification No. 12 1901 189 

Com mKsioncrs', proven satisfactory 1892 25 

Commisiiioners', reasonable maximum a check on rate wars 1891 4 

Commissioners', schedule, applies to shipments beginning and ending in Iowa, 

though passing outside in transit 1895 216 

Commissioners', schedules, effect of as applied to C, R. 1. & P.., local traffic 1888 764 

Commissioners', schedule, in Dubuque shippers' case 1888 798 

Commissioners', schedule, effect of as applied to C. , B. & Q. traffic in Iowa 1888 816,817 

Commissioners', what was taken into consideration in fixing 1888 85 

Commissions paid for business, evidence of, too high. Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Commodity, to manufacturers in Iowa Impracticable to grant 1894 199 

Comparison the proper method of judging a tariff 188^, 764, 784, 816 ; 1884 191 

Comparison of, in Wisconsin, Minnef«ota, Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio and 

Michigan, with Iowa distance tariff 1888, 757, 786. 801; 1894 198 

Comparison of, between Chicago and Iowa points, and Davenport, Dubuque and 

Burlin gton and Iowa points for same distances. . . 1888, 762, 790, 803, 812 



Comparative table of, for distances five miles to 430 miles . 

Competition in, or equality of 

Complaints of, usually from non-compct Itive points 

Conspiracy concemin g, charge of not sustained 

Com, from point to point in Iowa unreasonable 

Crosby, G. H., freight auditor C, R. I. P., concerning effect of . 
Cutting, effect of, on revenue— see, also, Rate Wara 
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SAtM, FBEiaUT— Continued. Year Fb^ 

Cut rates or rebates, burden of borno by pabllc instead of carriers 1801 10 

Davenport shippers* complaint 1888 7C7 

Deoreaaeof. 1889 173 

DiiTerential 1882 32 

Disastrons effect of lack of uniformit J in 1882 6 

DlflcoMed in * 'Railroad Qaestion"— see Bailrotid Question, 

Discosscd 18?9, 08, €6, 70: 1881 • 

Discussion of, bjProddent PerUiis of C, B. ftQ 1884 10 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1801 80i SS 

Discrimination between stations and shippers 1888 61 

Discrimination in, against localities 1885 44 

Discrimination in, Jost and unjust 1880 170 

Discrimination in, evileffectsof 1883 So 

Discrimination in, to Iowa Jobbing centers 1881 33 

Distances for over 400 miles 1880 11C3 

Kamed, distribution of among expenses '. 1885 54 

Earnings in Iowa under commissioners* 1801 13 

Effects of adoption of class A on roads entitled to 80 per cent, higher 1801 14 

Elevators favored in 1888 G2 

Bxprsbs, difioussed 1897 5 

Farm products discussed 1884 SO 

Fixed bj board, contested in the courts, discussion of 1888 35 

Flexibility of, desirable 1886 SO 

Fluctuation of 1885 43 

General discussion of in reference to wholesalers and retailers 1884 71 

Gradual reduction of , comparative tables of 18817,16-51 

Grain and other products in Iowa, rates on discussed 1884 7-13 

High 1883 flS 

How may Just rates be determined f etc 1893 40i', 40i 

Increaseof 1878 SO 

In Iowa on com, oats, and stock, compared by years 1884 31 

Iowa, railroads receive full amount of allowed by schedule 1894 1C6 

Iowa rates, supreme courts opinion on, in Barris case, discussed 1807 9 

Illinois, rates fixed by commis^oners not actually charged 1804 115 

Illinois, rates based on mileage percentage of through rates or arbitraries 1894 M 

Interstate on corn, voluntary reduction of by Iowa lines 1884 13 

Interstate, regulation of by state authority not authorized 1882 28 

interstate, discriminating against Iowa points. I880 7VJ 

Iowa, lailioadsreceivefullamount of allowed by schedule. 1894 186 

Iowa rates, supreme courts opinion on, in Barris case, discussed 1897 

outside the state in transit, opinion of United States Supreme Court in Arkansas 

case 1905. 868 

Jobbers and retailers equaL 1884 ^^ 

Jobbers, withdrawn by railroad companies 1884 70 

Joint->«ee Joint Ratet. 

Largest immediate returns not necessarily most profitable 1883 

Law granting power to fix, $24, literal copy of Illinois law 1888, 81; 1894 

Law cannot be construed away by commissioners 1804 199 

Laws of surrounding states, provisions of regarding 1885 vtl 

Legislation recommended 1889 ^ 

Litigation concerning 1880 * 

Live stock in palace cars— see Pal<iee Stock Cars. 

Live stock, in less than car load, requirement of company for attendants, etc 1804 3(7 

Local, conference between commissioners and railroad officials. 1879 9 

Logs in Indiana and Illinois compared with log rates in Iowa 1891 786 

Logs should be the same as elm wood, opinion by President O. J. Ivea 1891 786 

Logs compared with rates on manufactured lumber 1881 786 

Lossss by competitive made up at non-competitive 1882 

Lower, than published tariff, accepted by carrier, conclusive evidence that pub- 
lished rates are unreasonably high— JTit Com. Com*n 1891 

Low rates in dull seasons, no criterion for establishment of new schedule 1888 UI66 

Manufacturers in Iowa should have low on raw material 1882 8^^ 

Maximum in Iowa higher than in niinois 1882 ® 

Maximum and minimum, discussion of 1885 ^ 

May legitimately be reduced to average of what is received for railroad service, 

including that done free or at reduced rates. InL Com. Com^n. 1891 ^ 
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Batxb, TBXiQnT-Continued, Year Page 

Mileage on cars furnished by shippers, acts as rebate (Schoonmakcr ) 1S91 BO 

Misquoted by agents-^see Liability. 

Nebraska^ Justice Brewer's opinion of rates in 1894 168 

Nebraska, not correct basis of comparison with Iowa 1894 198 

On branch lines, not determined by cost of service thereon 1883 45 

Overcharge aecruing during injunction against commissioners' rates 1804 282 

Per cent of increase of in tarifr of May 10, 1888, over Illinois rate 1888 752-753 

Percentage of Iowa local to through on C. , B. & Q 1888 817 

Percentage of through rates effective in Illinois, but not in Iowa 1895 vii 

Percentage of , allowed to short lines on through business. 1879 65 

Per ton per mile compared, 1868 to 1881, for 800 miles 1881 8 

Per ton i>er mile, from Chicago to Iowa points compared with Iowa rat es 1889 1000 

Per ton per mile 1884 29 

Petition of Cerro Gordo and Ida counties for reduction in 1885 x,220 

Posting of— see Tariffs. 

Populationandearningsper mile in various states 1804 196 

Power of legiiilature to delegate power to fix discussed 18S8 85-36 

Procedure followed 1802 25 

Pxoducer forgotten in fixing ]882 49^' 

Proportion of through should not be higher than local 1884 6J5 

Pro-rating per mile as a rate-making basis 1879 68 

Pro-rate percentage 1891 196 

Pro-rate percentage not i>ermitted west of Mississippi River 1894, 197, 108; 1895 vli 

Publicity of, tends to prevent abases 1882 84-51 

Publicity of, good resultsfrom 1884 4 

Reasonable, discussion of 1886 29 

Reasonableness and stability of, theflrst requirement 1883 49 

Reasonable, discussed, paper by Ckimmissioner Fleming, Kentucky 1804 218 

Reasonable, discussed by Judge Brewer . .. 1804 218 

Reasonable, decision of Minnesota supreme court affecting 1897 803 

Reasonableness of, experiment the only teat— Judge Brewer*s Decision 1889 S2-84 

Reasonable, defined by interstate commerce commission 1891, 10 ; 1894 218 

Reasonable, defined by Judge Brewer 1804 218,219 

Reasonable, defined by Iowa commissioners 1804 221 

Reasonable, value of railroad property an element in det-ermining 1804 221,227 

Reasonable, discussed 1893 45 

Reasonable, report of committee on at national convention of 1898 4Ca 

Reduced on several carloads 1880 183 

Reduction in, by railway companies 1890 24 

Reduction of, on grain 1884 0-13 

Reduction, 80 per cent in local, by Xllinois railroad commission 1883 26 

Reduction of, not always followed by reduction of gross or net revenue— Juc^e 

Brewer*» Decision 1889 84 

Relation of, to business depression and nmrket price of article hauled 1884 6-8 

Request by commission for temporary reduction of com rates in Iowa on account 

of partial failure of corn crop < 1886 619 

Retail and wholesale— see Carload Raies 

Review of rate hearing in 1894 . 1895 v 

Revised on request of railroads for 800 miles 1888 85 

Rippey, £L P., testimony of, concerning effect on C, B. &Q. revenue 1888 817 

Sand case, Barris v. O., B. &Q., maximum rates .*. 1897 

Schedule of, adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 763, 778, 797 

Schedule of, proposed by Commissioner Dey in 1804 caso 1894 233 

Schedule of— see Schedule of Rates 

Should share prosperity and adversity of locality 1878 40 

Should sympathize with circumstances and conditions of the people 1886 54 

Should they b«^**what traffic will bear?" 1888 93 

Special to favored shippers 1885 43 

Stability of desirable 1885 48 

Statute concerning cannot be construed away by commission 1894 190 

Success of commissioners* rates due in part to absence of rate wars 1891 11 

Switching in Des Moines street railway case— see also iffu'itc/iiny 1893 790 
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Tariff not always evidence of actnal rates charged— Jnt Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Tariff of 1879 a result of conference 1879 9-U 

Temporary injunction bjJndge Brewer i'..../. ^ 1888 86 

Territorial, aasignnient in 1882 61 

Their alleged effect requiring reduction In nximber of employes 1891 17 

Through," too low; local, toohigh 18T8 49 

Through and local compared 1881 10 

Through rates as relate to local 1882 27 

Uniformity in, desired 1878 49 

UnitedStates and Austria- Hungary compared 1881 10 

Vlashortest route, shipper entitled to 1801 77* 

Voluntarily charged by carriers fix the maximum that can be claimed from the pub- 

lio-7nt Com. Com'n 1801 10 

Whenlowered. can be raised with dlfBculty 1888 6A 

When quoted by agents, carriers are bound by 1888 000 

Which induce largest volume of business at reasonable return for services rendered, 

most profitable to carriers and the public 1883 41 

Wholesale and retail 1880 1821 

Wholesale and retail features of transportation problem 1884 7 

Wholesale and retail justified 1878 2 

With reference to improved condition of roads, discussed 1801 

Rates— FRETOHT—COUPL.ATKT3 C05CBBNING— 

Armstrong, D. ACo., Farley, v. R'y. Co., discrimination in 1870 15 

Baker Wire Co. , Des Moines, v. Various R'ys, petition for equalization of 1887 714 

Barber, Bd., GUdden, v. C. &N.-W., ezc&islve, on buggy 1884 49-69 

Barclay&Son, West Liberty, v. C, R. I. &P 1901 513 

Barrett, J. B. & Son, Mt. Vernon, v. O. &N.-W., discrimination in on flour 1880 482 

Bet'man, C. D., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., excess on hard coal, interstate. 1890 100 

Bc«U»y, L. C, Council Bluffs, v. C, B. & Q., for restoration of sand rates} 1893 246 

Best. W. J., Villteca, v. C, B. &Q., excess, interstate 1890 72 

Boies, Horace^ governor, v. B., C. R. &K., petition for reduced on round trip ship- 
ments of stock cattle 1888 245 

Brazl] Coal Co. , Chicago, v. C, M. & St. P., on coal, refusal to apply Iowa rates as 

proportion of through rate 1895 185 

Buchanan, W., etai., Kansas City, v. C, R. I. & P. on lumber 1901 4SQ 

Buffington, B. F. &Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., excessive on wheat 1879 30 

Burlington, shippers of, v. C, B &Q., etal., extortionate of May 10, 1833 1888 T97 

Butler, Wm., Clarinda, v. Wabash, against grain loaded from wagons 1888 711 

Cade, H. Lenox, attendant Tiith livestock shipmouts, L. C. L 1894 317 

Carpenter, E. E.. v. C, M. & St. P. etal., joint 1900 6, 127 

Cerro Gordo and Ida counties, petition of citizens of , for lower freight rates 1805 x, 230 

Chumherlain & Co. Winthrop, v. IlL Cent., on flour 1887 681 

Chaso&Co., Red Oak, v. C, R &Q., excessive on wheat 1879 31 

C, St. P. HlK C, ruling on reduced rates for seed grain 1892 83S 

Coil Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N'-W., discrimination on coal 1884 550 

Coal rat t^i, in Iowa, investigation of 1890 19 

Cokcr, Henry, and board of trade. Council Bluff's, v. C. , R. I. & P. , extortionate 

on coal, and discrimination 18S8 834 

Cole, J. S. & Son, jGreene, v. B., C. R. & N., proportion of through rates should 

not be higher than local 1884 534 

Conway, J. A., Chariton, v. C, B. &Q , on excess of ten head of live stock 1890 108 

Council Bluffs board of trade V. C. &N.-W., O. & St. L., K. C. St. J. &C. B., 
unreasonable and discriminative, petit *ob ^ for adoption of commissioners' 

schedule 1889 1061 

Crystal Mill Co., Council Bluffs, v. K. C, St. J. & C. R on flour 1883 715 

Daugherty. J. F., Sup'r., Keokuk, v. St. L, K. & N. W., excessive on coaL 1806 217 

Davenport shippers of, v. Various R'ys, extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 753 

Davenport shippers, petition of for revision of, on B., C R. & N. , on basis of inter- 

staterates 1889 1084,1087 

Davenport, shippers of , v. B., C. R. &N. etal., petition for establishment of class 
Aratea 1880 1022. 1087 
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Dennis, J. B.. Traer, ▼. a, C. R. & N.. excessiye on merchandiae 1884 615 

D. M. N. & W., onhar, petition of, for an advance In 1806 1(16 

Diekej, Wm. (*., Maxwell, ▼. C, M. A St. P. etal., on coal 1887 779 

Dick^, Wm. G., Maxwell, y. O., M. &8t. P.. nnreaeonable on coal 1888 076 

Donahne, Robert. Bnrlington, y. railway oompaoies, on iron 1894 S27 

DoUttle, M. B., Creeoo, y. O., M. ftSt. P., diMsrimination on haj 1888 711 

Dom, A. A., Neola, y. C, B. I. &P., exceealye on hogs to Omaha 1888 670 

Downs, J. O. , Albia. y. C, B. & Q. , discrimination in Inmber rates 1879 84 

Dnbuque, citizensof, y. C, M. &8t. P., extortionate 1881 144 

Daboqne, shippers of, y. C. , M. & St. P. et aL . extortionate of May, 18S8. .... 1888 778 

Elljson, Zed, West Liberty, y. B., O. R. &N., on horse. 1886 611 

Bxpress companies, law concerning rates. 1886 4 

Fsssett & Hanson, Stanton, y. C, B. &Q., on cattle. 1879 85 

Fleming, W. A J., McGregor, y. O., M. & St. P., exceesiye on Inmber 1880 7 

Foster, Snel. Muscatine, y. B., C. R. & N., on small and large shipments, long 

and short haols. 1885 567 

Fowler company, Waterloo, y. IlL Cent., discrimination in, on apples 1886 484 

Gasper Bros., Elngsley, y. C. &N.-W., extortionate local inlowa 1888 602 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Blnifs, y. E. C. St. J. & C. B., exceesiye 1882 688 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council BlnfTs, y. K. 0., St. J. A C. B., unreasonable. 1888 604 

Harris, H. P., Des Moines, y. C, R. I. &P., exceesiye on wood. 1884 606 

Hay rates, Rodgers, etal., Britt, petition for reduction 1895 27 

Hayer. J. & Co. , Tingley, y. C. , B. & Q. , exorbitant on com to Chicaj^o 1888 741 

Heaton Fuel Co. . Council Blnffs, y. C, R. I. &P., excessiyeon coal 1888 708 

Hemmlngway, M., Hampton, attendant with L. C. L. livestock 1894 847 

Hershey Lumber Co. , Muscatine, v. B., C. R. AN., change without notice 1888 565 

Hewitt, a M., Hamburg, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B., et aL, excessive rates 1882 688 

Higley, B. B. Co., Mason City, v. Wlllmar & S. F. , improi)er application of class 

••Crates 1902 ' 803 

Hill, JohnN.. Ft. Dodge, v. M. ft St. L., discrimination in 1882 557 

Hogaboom. S. R., Creeton, v. C, B. &Q., higher for short than long hauls 1805 226 

Hnmeston & Shenandoah R'd Co., application of ' 'A" rates to 1899 108 

Hummer, Geo. , Mercantile Co. , Iowa City. v. B. , C. R. & N. , excessive, interstate 1899 67 

Huntington, W. A., Calmus, v. 0. ftN.-W., extortionate on coaL 1888 6B6 

Hose, 8. E. , Coon Rapids, v. C. , M. ft St. P., excessive, short coal haul 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 723 

Iowa Central, application for increase on live stock 1894 347 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association v. Iowa trunk lines, i>etitlon 

for restoration of former 1885 685 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association v. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for reduction in Iowa rates to correspond with reduction in interstate rates 1894 288 

Iowa trunk lines, petition of, for advance in Iowa rates 1894 184 

Ives, C. D., general freight agent, B., C. R. &N., as special committee Western 

Freight association, application for withdrawal of stock and cattle rates 1891 728 

Jameson, Leon, Adel, inquiry of, eoncerning right of large and small shippers to 1888 887 

Judd, A. T., etal., v. various lines excessive, on breeding animals 1884 483 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v. Wabash, on com to Chicago 1888 704 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., unreasonable on coal 1889 1094 

King, H. G., Mt. Union, v. C, B. &Q., on grain, interstate. 1908 328 

Kingsley, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W., excesive 1888 698 

Lane Implement Co. , Red Oak, v. C. , B. & Q. , higher charge for short than for 

long distances 1895 176 

Larrabee. Gov. William, v. C, B. &Q., discrimination in, on coal 1887 624,670 

Lehigh, citizens of, v. Crooked Creek Railway company, unreasonable 1878 28 

LighthaU. B. , Alden. v. III. Cent. , discrimination in 1882 664 

Manatrey, J. P. , Fairfield, v. C. , B. & Q. , on live stock, L. C. L. , passenger fare 

for attendant accompanying not authorized ..• 1894 276 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railroad company, application for increase in 1890 906 

McCUntock, WUUam, West Union, v. B., C. R. &N., excessive 1879 17 

Merrill, J. H. &Co., Ottumwa, v. K. ft W., discrimination in 1888 789 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. & N. - W. et al. , on furniture C. L 1883 678 

28 
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Ratss—Frsight— Complaints CoNciBwrNo— Pon«nutfd. Year Psa^e 

Merrill & Keeneycase, to Jobbers and retailers 1^4 00 

Miller etai., Mt. PlBgah, v. O. & N.-W., exceasive 1900 164 

Minneapolis Lnmber Co. , Belmond, ▼. M. C. &Ft. D., coal 1802 848 

Mitchell, O. W. , Dnbnqne, y. all lines, Implements returned for repairs 1802 8S3 

Muffly, H. W. , Osage, ▼. 111. Cent. , discrimination in, on wheat 1870 lo 

Nye& Bourne, Ornndy Center, y. B., C. R. &N. eta]., on merchandise 1883 733 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloasa, y. Cent. Iowa, exceesiye, switching 1886 500 

Ottumwa Iron Works y. C , R. I. &P.. application for special 1832 482 

Palm, W. J., Qrondy Center, y. B., C. R. &N., interstate on coal 1806 231 

Pierce, J. K., Lockridge, y. C, B. &Q., excessiyeon coal 1887 605 

Raney Bros. , Fairfield, y . Railway Companies, on paying brick 1807 111 

Rand Lumber Co., Bnrlington, y. C. B. &Q., on lumber 1882 550 

Red Oak township, trustees of, et aL , y. C. , B & Q. , rates, rebates, etc 1882 5M 

Reeyes, Henry, Decorah, y. C. , M. & St. P., excessiye on hogs, Interstate 1800 108 

Ritchie, W. 8., Muscatine, y. C, M., & St. P., excessiye on potatoes 1880 133 

Risk, C. C, Fairfield, y.C, B. &Q., on corn 1887 686 

Robinson, C. W., Dubuque, y. B., C. R. &N. , discrimination excessiye 1882 500 

Rodefer, J. W., Council Bluffs, y. C. &N.-W., transfer charges 1870 38 

Saucer, W. H. Aokley, y. IlL Cent., on marble 1883 08 

Shayer & Dows, Cedar Rapids, y. joint western classification, crackers 1883 650 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, y. C, R. I. & P., etaL, non-oompetitiye 1883 687 

Smith, H. D., Monticello. y. C, M. & St. P., excessiye 1882 563 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, y. B., C. R. &N., on hard coal 1888 676 

Smythe, Robert, y. C. &N.-W., protest against increase in 1870 8 

Spencer Bros. , Randolph, y. C, B. & Q., excessiye. 1882 540 

S(iuires & Son et al., Milo, y. C, B. & Q., excessiye 1886 511.518 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1888 512 

State of Iowa, by Goyernor Larrabee, y. C, B. &Q., discrimination in, on coal... 1887 824,670 

Stewart, John J. , Council Bluffs, y. C. & N.-W. et al. , on liye stock 1870 26 

Stocker, etal., y. railway companies, discrimination in, on yarioue commodities. . . 1870 7 

Stotts & Houston, Bxira. y. 0. , R . I. & P. , discrimination in, on stoye 1870 SO 

Summers. William & Sons, Ft. Atkinson, y. C, M. & St. P., special 1884 180 

Sweet, A. L., Chicago, y. C. &N.-W., through rates on coal 1805 178 

Taylor, J. C. , Des Moines, y. C, B. &Q.. discrimination in 1882 631 

Townsend, J. W., Kahoka, Mo., y. C, R. I. &P., excessiye on oats 1886 674 

Van Valkenberg, A. B., Ames, excessiye 1870 21 

Webb, Henry, Kew, y. C, B. & Q., exorbitant 1888 626 

Whitebr east Fuel Co . et al . , application of, for adyance in coal rat es 1802 701 

White, W. Q., Bllston, y. C. , B. & Q., application of, "A" rates to H. & 8. R'y.... 1808 108 

Whiting, T. H., Clermont, y. R, C. R. &N., excessive on tUe 1887 753 

Wood, W. A., Hary ester Co., St. Paul, commissioners' rates apply on shipments 

beginning and ending in Iowa, though passing outside in transit 1805 216 

York, J., ZenorsviUe, y. C. &N.-W., oncoal 1888 836 

Rate Wars— see also Rates. 

Discussion of, by Charles Francis Adams 1888 39 

Discussed in relation to earnings 1801 16 

In 1881 1882 S3 

Reasonable Rate4 roB Switchirg CARS—see Switching. 

Reaboitable Rates— see Rates. 

Rebates. 

Allowed to Omaha and refused to Council) Bluffs 1886 537 

Carriers sho aid not discriminate in between shippers 1883 708 

Qeneral practice of carriers to grant 1888 766 

Merrill & Keeaey, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W. etal., on furniture 1888 678 

Should they be allowed? 1885 88-42 

Tasker, A. C. and T. G., Onslow, y. C. & N.-W., on hay 1886 684 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, y. C, M. & St. P., on grain and live stock 1883 706 

Re-Billimo— see Through Silling. 

Receivers. Roads in hands of ^ 1880, 8; 1801 IT 

Reoeittno and FoRWARDiNa CARS-iee Refusal to Receive and Forward Cars. 
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Year Page 
" * Becipbocitt. " 

Hoffman, A. G., Plato, v. B., O. B. &N., in demurrage charges 1893 233 

REDT7CSD PAS>(EE7aEB FABE^see Pattenger Fare. 

Beduobd Bates on Oobn, Cattle, Cabloads or Commodities, ETC.-^ee Ratet. 

On Boitnd Shipments of Stock Cattle— see Batea. 

Bevbiqebatob Cabs. 

Fowler, C. W.. Bowan, v. B., C. B. &N., failure to use, veal damaged 1895 166 

HiseBros., Washington, v. C, B. I. &P., for dairy products 1888 538 

Hughey&Son. Wirt, ▼. H. &S., refusal to furnish 1884 584 

Marshall&Son, Chariton, v. C, B. &Q., fallureto furnish 1884 597 

Shaver Cheese Co.. Cedar Bapids, y. B., C. B. &N., rights of shippers 1894 805 

BEruNDiNO OF OvEBOHABOE— see Overcharge. 

Shank&Coats, West Mitchell, v. C, B. & Q 1883 560 

Sweezey & Borman, Newell, v. 111. Cent 1883 589 

Befusal to Cabbt Passengsbs on Fbeight Tbains— see Train Service. 

BBFXTBAii to Fubnish Befbigbbatob Cabs— SCO Regrigerator Cars also Failure to 
Furnish Cars. 

Befitbal to Fitbnibh Cabs— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Befusal to Switch— see Switching. 

Befubal of Use of Pbiyate Switch fob Loading Cabs— see Side Track. 

Befusal to Allow Loading of Cabs fbom Wagons— see RighU of Shippers. 

Befcbal to Reobiye and Fobwabd Fbeight and Cabs 1878 16 

Opinion of Attorney General Mullan with reference to duty of railway companies 1903 265 

Beed, William G., Hampton, v. 111. Cent., to send oars off its own line 1888 671 

Bernard Bros., Malcom, ▼. C, B. I. &P 1895 189 

Berry, A. A. Seed Co.. v. C. &N..W 1908 268 

Boyd, H. E., Malcom, v. C, B. L &P., failure to forward coal 1898 91 

Brownell, H., Keokuk, t. C. B. I. P. , refusal to send cars off own line 1900 181 

Carleton,E. O., Grand Junction, v. C, B. I. &P., hogshipment 1892 846 

Converse, 8. A.. Cresco, v. C. M. &St. P., to haul Burton stock cars 1888 702 

Crawford, B. W., Fort Dodge, v. D. M. &Ft. D., to carry alcohol 1884 580 

Dodge, Daniel, What Cheer, v. C, B. I. & P., coal in carloads 1887 ' 729 

Dorr Cattle Co. , Des Moines, v. D. M. N. & W., refusal to provide cars for slop 

feed 1898 84 

Great Western Fuel Co., Qllmorev.C &N.-W 1885 570 

Greene, J. A., etal. , Stone City, v. C. , M. & St. P., refusal to forward cars of 

stone unless shippers pay the expense of staking and planking the end 1892 860 

Hambleton Milling Co. , Keokuk, v. C. , B. I. & P. , grain shipmente 1895 284 

Hammond, H. B., Carroll, v. C. B. I. & P. for points on other lines 13S8 674 

Hastings, mayor and council of , v. C, B. & Q. , coal shipments 1880 89 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C . M. &St. P., ponies for State fair 1889 1068 

lowaFuelCo., DesMoines, v. C, St. P. &K. C. , coal shipmente 1888 718 

Iowa Central Bailway V. C, B.I. &P., flour 1895 187 

Irwin. PhllUps & Co. , Keokuk, v. C. . B. I. & P.. refusal to make joint rates 1887 717 

Jennings Bros. , Malcom, v. C, B. 1. &P 1895 189 

Jerome, F. H., v. C, B. &Q 1882 445 

Keokuk & D. M. B'y Co. , V. D. M. & Ft. D. B'y Co 1878 5 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Central B'y, refusal to allow cars to leave line 1898 86 

Lilburn, Samuel &Co., Ottumwa, v. C, B. I. P 1880 77 

McCaull- Webster Grain Co., Minneapolis, v. 111. Cent. Bd. Co., car of grain des- 

tinedeast 1896 28 

McCauU- Webster Grain Co. et al. , Minneapolis, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al. , refusal to 

transfer at Council Bluffs 1901 529,531 

McCaull- Webster Grain Co. , v. C . & N. - W. , refusal to transfer, etc 1901 520 

MltoheU, M. W., Warren, v. B. &S. W 1880 119 

Musoatine melon shippers v. C, B. I. &P. , melons 1395 218 

Norris & Co. , Prairie City, v. C. , B. I. & P. , to send oars off its own lines 1896 148 

Perry, N. H., LeMars, v. D. M. & Ft. Dodge 1881 148 

Phlllipe Fuel Co. , Ottumwa, V. C. , B. &Q. etal 1892 84J6 

Banks & Sterzbaoh, Bodman, V. B., C. B. &N. etal 1892 848 

Blehards & Black, Wapello, v. B., C. B. &N 1881 134 
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Rbtusal to Rbcbivb and Forwabd iTREioHT AKD OJiBS— Continued, Year Paerfr 

Risk, Alex, Wlnthrop, v. 111. Cent 1880 1U>- 

Smlth, B. F., Wellman, v. E. 0. R. &N 1891, 849 1889 112 

Spencer, R. H., Algona, v. C, R. I. P 1903 266 

Standard Lumber Oo. , Dnbnqne, ▼. B. &M 1884 S86 

Townsend, LeMars, ▼. III. Cent 1888 615- 

VanHouten, K., Pella, T. O.. R. I. P 1881 128 

Vincent, J. F., Union stock yards, Des Moines, v. 0., R. I. ft P., refusal to deliver 

cars 1896, 105; 1901 3SS 

Ward, C. H. Oo. , Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P. , to handle Wabash cars 1884 654 

Whltlock & Fields, Ladora, v. O. , R.I. & P. , relfasal to allow cars to go ofT its lines 1898 82 

When destined to certain markets 1890 932 

Willard, Son & Co., Marshalltown, ▼. O. G. W., to forward hides 1898 44 

Wis. , Iowa & Neb. v. Iowa Northern, to switch 1886 660 

Takash, M. F. , Van Horn, v. G. , M. & St. P. , plaster in sacks 1902 801 

Reoulationb OF Carriebs, methods proposed 1886 34 

Reoulationb or Railroads TO SuBROUiT DING Territory 1886 60, 53 

Released Shipmeitts, right of shippers in— see Owners RUk. 

Relocation or Highways, expenses of crossing borne by railway company 1889 106& 

Relocation or Railway Line, Golden Star Creamery, et al., Arcadia, ▼. G. A 

N.-W '. 1908 2« 

Pleasant plain, citlzensof, t. C., R. I. & P 1908 237 

Removal or Station or Freight Hotrss— see Station. 

Removal or Elevator, Goal Sheds, Etc. —see Site. 

Rental roB Palace Stock Gars -see Palace Stock Cars. 

Report or Hepburn Gommittee— see Hepburn Committee. 

Report or Garrters— 

Difficulty of obtaining information from 1893, 3, 88 ; 1885, iv; 1897 4 

Governor's questions for railway companies discussed 1889 42 

Incomplete ftnd inaccurate.. 1878, 84; 1879,40, 42; 1880,156; 1890. 9; 1892, 81; 1898, 86; 

.... 1894.228,227.230 

On Iowa business discussed 1891, 8; 1880 4 

Of'carrlers to commissioners, difficulty in obtaining 1896 3 

Suggestions in reference to amendment of law concerning v 1879 4 

RBBPON8IBILIT7 or Garriers— see lAability; also Damages. 
Rbtorns or Railway Gompanibs— see Reports of Carriers. 

Rights of builders of side track to connect with main line 1889 9^1 

Rights of carriers to control station ground, subject to rights of the public 1891 <33 

Rights of company to retain its cars on its own line— see Refusal to Receive and For- 
ward Freight; Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Rights of the public at crossings blocked by trains 1886 554 

Rights of the public contributing in aid of railroad protected by the courts when 

road is in hands of a receiver 1889 1013 

Rights or Shippers— 

Ghapin, Merritt & Go., Des Moines, v. G., M. & St. P. , to select routes 1884 518 

Glow, W. D., Traer, B.. G. R. &N., to select route 1886 581 

Dalhoff & Go. , Burlington, v. G. , B & Q. and Wabash, to select route 1883 561 

Downey, D. B., Allison, v. C. G. W., right to choice of market 1899 123 

Entitled to same rates as shippers from elevators when cars are loaded from wagons 

insametime 1884 6S6 

Hambleton Milling Go . , Keokuk, v. G. , R. I. & P. , choice of market 1895 231 

Haver & Co., etal.. Tingley, v. K. & W., routing of live stock 1902 289 

Jerome, F. H., v. G., B. &Q., to choose market 1882 445 

Jewell, H. E., Goon Rapids, v. U. S. Ez. Go., of hog 1901 523 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Gen , loading cars from wagon 1890 92 

Muscatine melon shippers, v. C., R. I. &P., choiceof market 1893 213 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Genter, v. B., G. R. &N., to select routes 1888 733 

Smith, J. M. , V. G. , B. & Q., pooling— large and small cars— pass to live stock ship- 
pers 1883 648 

Stacy &Co.. Osage, v. III. Cent. . right to load from wagons. 1899 121 

Watson, E. B.. Newton, V. Am. Ex. Co.; live stock 1901 608 
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Bights or Shippsbs— Con trnuetf. Year Page 

Weston, WilUam, Anita, y. O. , R. I. & P. , right to load from wagons 1890 118 

White, Geo. C, Nevada, v. C. &N.-W., right to load from wagons 1890 121 

To select route for ahlpmente 1886 491 

Toratesby shortest route 1887, 761; 1891 778 

To ohoice of market 1890, 982; 1892 769,868 

Townsend, LeMars, ▼. 111. Gent. , to select market and routes 1888 615 

Right or Wat Dam aobs— see Damaget. 

RiPUBT, B. P. , a. F. A. , O. , B. & Q. , letter of, on reduction of com rates In Iowa. .. 18S6 619 

Road, Abastdorment or— see Abandonment of JBoad. 

ROADBXD AND TRACK, Condition of, on Ou^aha, St. Louis R'j 1902 297 

Road Bittlt From Eabninos in xzcbss or 6 per cert on 180,000 Per MiLX-see 
Mileage. 

Road \\ork by Cortraot— see Contract 

Round-Trip Rates— see RaUt. 

Round-Trip Shipments or Stock Cattle- «e6 Ratet. 

Round-Trip Tickets— see Excursion Tickets; also Tickets. 

Routes, Riohtb or Shippers to Select— see Righu of Shippers. 

Rule roR Equitable Distribution or Cars— see ZMftH&u/ton 0/ Cars 1888 719 

Running Railroad CROssiNos-see Crossing Stops. 

SAFETY APPLIANOBS-see Couplers and Brakes, Automatic. 
Sage, W. M., Q. F. A., C, R. I. & P., letter of, on reduction of corn rates.... 1880 621 

St. L. K. AN. W., Information concerning ownership of 1892 824 

Salaries or OrriGERH ! 1888 646-650 

Sample Casrb— see Baggage. 
Sand Ratbb— see Rates. 

Sasitart and Unbanitart Conditions— 

Oolfaz, Citizens of, ▼. O. , R. I. & P. , improved in outbuildings 1889 1067 

Everett, H., Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. &P., of outbuildings 1881 185 

Marengo, citizensof, v. C, R. I. & P 1894 274 

Scales, Track— see Track Scales. 

Scarcity or Oars— see Failure to Famish Cars. 

ScARCiTYor Coal.... 1880 671 

Schedule or Rates— see also Rates. 

Adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington cases 1888 762 778-797 

Commissioners' was in force pending injunction suits 1889 1062 

Distance above 400 miles 1889 1108 

Must be posted for public inspection 1889 1101 

Reasonable maximum rates, adoption oft hyO. &N.-W 1880 1C61 

Secrecy in railroad matters to be avoided 1878 71 

Secretary or Board— 

Cameron, J. S 1878 3 

Morgan, £. J 1880 8 

Alnsworth, W. W 1887 8 

Lewis. DwlghtN 1809 16 

Senate Committee, United States, investigation of, on interstate commerce 1886 82 

Sending Cars orr Their Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Shipments From Point to Point in Iowa— 
Though passing outside in transit, state commerce 1892 88,89 

Shippers and Carriers— 

Shippers at stations must be afforded like facilities for doing bu&ioess 1888 829 

Their relation to each other discussed 1884 7 

Sbippers Entitled to Rates via Shortest Routes— see Rights of Shippers. 

Shipping Facilities, Monopoly or Against Public Policy— see Monopoly. 

Shipping Facilities— see Station Facilities, Failure to Furnish Cars, Refrigerator 
Cars. 



Digitized by 



Google 



L 



438 INDEX. 

Year Page 
Shipping BEonLATiONS— 

Budd, J. L., Ames. v. C. &N.-W 18B2 494 

Oarpenter, CO., Chicago, v. B., O. R. & N., prepayment charges on melons. .... 1901 516 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton, v. Cent. Iowa, release on flax seed 1881 13* 

Greasier, C. W. & Co. , Scranton, v. O. & N . - W . , In shipment of butter 1890 877 

Loading and nnloadlng L. C. L. shipments 1892 SaS 

Shippers required to protect cars 1 or stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Stocker, J. W., et. al., Logan, v. C. &H.-W., In live stock 1880 68 

Shortage IN Tbansit— see Lost in Transit. 

Shortage of Cars- see Failure to FurnUh Cars. 

Shortest Boute, Shippers Bs titled to Rates Based on— ;ee Rights of Shippers. 

Short Lines— 

Percentage of through rates allowed to 1898 88 

Short Line RATES-see Percentage to Short Lines. 

* 'Shrinker'*— used on scales to defraud sellers of produce 1880 2 

Side Tracks— see also Spur Track and Switch. 

Authority of commlsssoners to order construction of, questioned ^ 1890 857 

Changing grade of , damages for 1890 S2» 

Should private builders be allowed to connect with railroads ? 1895 xxxt 

Complaints Concerning— 

Alta, citizens of, V. Illinois Central, insufficient to mill 1886 677 

Biggins, J. P. Zwingle, , v. C, M. & St. P., atSylvla 1901 480 

Biggins. J. P., Zwlngle, V. C, M. &8t. P., atSyJvla 190S 27» 

California Grain & Lumber Co. . California Junction, v. C. & N. -W 1908 247 

I>avid8on, M., P]ano. v. Wabash, ylolatiun of contract in matter of building 1882 549 

Dawson, 8. B. , Percy, v. W. , St. L. & P. , to coal and wood house 1887 884 

Dennis, citizens of, V. A. &C., restoration of . 1896 120 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. &N.-W., failure to furnish as per contract 188^ 57S 

Emerson, O. B. etal., Afton, v. C , B. & Q., oondtiion of approach to 1902 801 

Fraser. J. Holmes, ▼. B., C. B. & N., trespassing on land designed for 1888 683 

HUlBros., Clarion, ▼. M. C. &Ft. D. refusal of use of private 1887 755 

Hornick Milling Co. , Homick, v. C. M., & St. P., tomiU 1900 18* 

Howard, CO., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., additional faciUties 1902 280 

Marcus Roller Mills. Marcus, v. IllinolH Central, petition for, to warehouse. 1891 290 

Nemmers. N. B., Lamotte, v. C, M. &St. P., to elevator 1889 71 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. & St. L. , building of, diverted business 1887 6b6 

Pasco Bros., What Cheer, v. C. &N.-W.. enforcing contract to construct 1859 960 

Plover, citizensof. v. C, R. I. &P.. petition for additional 1890 935 

Rights of builders to connect with other railroads 1889, 981; 1891 45 

Robertii, C. L., Qrinnell, v. C, R. I. P., discriminative privileges on 1889 10?7 

Showman, William, etaL, v. C, M. &St. P. petition to restore 1890 917 

Sindt. W. v., Holstein, v. C. &N.-W., to warehouse 1894 27ft 

Smith, W. C. et. al., Lockbridge, v. C, B. & Q., at Coalport 1896 27 

Tait, Robt. M., Mystic, v. C, M. & St. Paul, restoration of coal switch 1903 285 

Watts, F., Goose Lake, v. O. &N.-W., additional 1901 387 

Sidings, Public Hiohwats, Dubuque switching case 1889 1084 

SiONAi£, Electric, at Cro8Sino— see Electric Signals. 

Sioux City & Dakota R. R. , History of 1879 111 

Sites for Coal Hoxtbes. Elevators, Warehouses, Etc.— 

Carriersmust not discriminate in granting 1880 857 

Decision of the supreme court reviewed in Sunny EUll alliance case 1892 29-8 1 

Decision of 1897 4 

Exclusive rights to single shippers against public policy .... 1896, xxx xxxi v 

Jurisdiction of board 1899 107 

CoMPLAiNTfl Concerning, Petition for— 

Adams, J. H., Havelock, v. C. & N.-W. , for elevator, jurisdiction of board 1899 107 

Arnold's Park, citizens of , v. C, M. & St. P., for elevator 1906 2f» 

Aahton, E. J., Edmonds, v. C, St. P., M. &0 1899 74 
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CJoMPLijNTS OowcEBNiNO— Petition tor— Continued. Year Page 

Badger Grain and Live Stock Co. , v. M. & St. L., for elevator 1902 276 

Blow, M., Kstherville, V. B., C. R. &N., for coal shed 1886 407 

Boatiller, H. N., Brltt, v. C , M. & St. P.. removal of coal sheds, etc 1898 00 

Brltson, L. A., Roland, v. Jowa Central, for lamber house 1900 220 

Campbell, Joel, Ayrshire, v. C, R. I. &P., for coal honse 1892 801 

Carlson, S. Q., Stratford, ▼. C &N.-W., rental for scales 1896 212 

Carpenter, W . B. , Marlon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , removal of elevator 1898 144 

Cartwrlght, W. D., v. B. & W. . conditions in lease 1908 248 

Cook, F. W., Crawfordsvllle, v. B. &N.-W., forcoalhouse 1895 207 

Dewell Lumber Co., Collins, v. C. , M. & St. P. , for coal house 1908 819 

Douglas, J. B. , West Branch, v. B. , C. R. & N. , removal of coal sheds 1899 96 

Duncan, L. B., Ames, v. C. & N.-W., requirements for lease for coal house site. .. 1900 214 

Eckert & Williams, Northwood, v. B., C. R. &N., at Kenset 1890 925 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. C, St. P., M. &0., for elevator 1892, 862, 1809 74 

Farmers' Alliance of Hartley, v. C. , M. & St. P. , for coal house. 1890 911 

Farmers' Co-operative Ass' D, Swea City, v. B., C. R. & N., application for 1899 80 

Farmers' Co-operative 00. , Dougherty v. C. &N.-W., for coal house 1908 242 

Farmers' Incorporated Co-operative Society, Ooldfleld, ▼. B., C. R & N., for 

elevator 1902 269 

Farmers' Mutual Live Stock Ass' n, Kenset, Inquiry 1899 87 

Supreme court opinion reviewed 1892 29-81 

Farmers' Ass'n, by A. F. Lough, BstherviUe, v. B.. C. R. & N., for elevator 1900 119 

Frazler & Ballon, Primghar, v. D. & S. C. (IlL Cent. ), for warehouse 1890 940 

French & Eling, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., information concerning rights of 

lessees of elevators on station grounds or right of way 1898 240 

Frum, 8. B. Shelby, v. C, R. I. &P., for coal house 1899 52 

Fry, U. 8., VanHorne, Inquiry relative to 1897 67 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, obstructing street 1887 687 

Gler & Belze, Conrad Grove, v. C. & N. - W. , expense of relocation 1802 848 

Gray & Whyte, Blencoe. v. S. C. & P. , for elevator 1901 476 

Hall, G. B., Wesley, ▼. C. M. &St.P.. forcoal sheds 1903 254 

Hardin county, citizens of, v. B. , C. R. & N. , for elevator 1890 888 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., discrimination and refusal of 1890 887 

Hollls, Thomas, Badcllffe, v. C. & N. • W. , application for additional 1890 898 

Jansen. Antem, Haverhill, v.C, M. & St. P., forelevator 1888 828 

Jensen« J. G.» L., Gilman, v. Iowa Central, elevator 1891 731 

Kenyon & HilUard, Mt. Union, v. B. & N.-W., for elevator 1894 258 

Kline Bros., Rockwell, v. Iowa Central, for warehouse 1896 172 

Lancaster, W., Bradgate, v. O. & N.-W., for elevator 1892 823 

Leverton, JohnW., Abbott, v. Iowa Central, termination of lease 1900 161 

Lewli), R. G., DesMoines, v. C, R. L &P., removal of elevator 1896 211 

Ludemann, Sander, etal., Kesley. v. C. & N. W., for elevator 1908 287 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, refusal to grant 1885 574 

McCord&Co., etal., Storm Lake, v. III. Central, forcoalhouse 1893 199 

McNamara, J. F., Vincent, v. M. C. &Ft. D., for coal house 1894 294 

Northwestern Iowa Grain Co., Brjtt, v.C. R. G. & N.-W. R'y, for elevator at 

Woden 1900 54 

Parish, B. H., Cambridge, v. C, M. & St. P., forcoalhouse 1902 227 

Parsons & Heath, Gait, v. B.. C. R. & N., for grain warehouse 1891 818 

Peters, B. F. , Runnells, v. Wabash, enforced removal of mill 1902 274 

Pickering-Johnson Grain Co., Shenandoah, v. O. &St. L.. at Summit 1893 621; 1895 xzxix 

Pioneer Hay Camp, shipping privileges at 1890 29 

Porter, James, Sutherland, v. 111. Cent. , removal at Larrabee 1891 824 

Price & Palmer, etal., Ellsworth, v. C. & N.-W., elevator 1892 828 

Rasmussen, A. D., et al., v. B,, C. R. & N., at Pioneer Hay Camp 1899 29 

Richardson & Kauffman, Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., removal of elevator 1896 159 

Riepe, H. H., Sperry, v. B., C. R. & N. R'y, removal of elevator 1900 118 

Robinson. J. C, etal., Marathon, v. C. & N.-W., coal house. 1892 859 

Ro38 & Brady, Akron, v.C, M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1892 781 

Russell, J. M. , Storm Lake, v. III. Cent., removal of elevator at crossing 1893 164 

Schroeder. B. J., Oyens, v. Illinois Central, for elevator 1902 286 
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SeibertBroa. &Co., Forest Olty, v. B., C. B. & N., for elevator 1900 100 

8mith« B. B., Cherokee, v. 111. Cent., for coal house 1895 238 

Smith, C. J., Ogden, v. M. & St. L., for warehouse 1805 8S7 

Smith, J. S., Jewell, v. C. &N.-W., forelevator » 1891- 794 

Smith, M. L.,Blwell, v. C, M. A; St. P., forelevator 1899 117 

Spenoer Qrain Co. , Mlnneapolla, v. B. , O. R. A N. , termination of lease for eleva- 

vator for site at Crystal Lake 1900 216 

Steer. William M.. West Branch, v B., C. R. A N., warehouse 1890 856 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, v. C.,M. & St. P., for coal house 1890 Oil 

Thomas, G. F. , Swea City, v. B. , O. R. & N. , elevator at Armstrong 1898 67 

Townsend & Merrill, Cedar Kails, v. 111. Cent. , termination of lease 1898 26 

Townsend & Merrill, Cedar Falls, v. C. & N .-W. . site for elevator at Dike 1902 296 

Townsend & Merrill. Dike, v. O. & N. -W., for lumber and coal yard 1900 214 

Voss Lumber Co. , Jewell, v. C. &N.-W., notice to vacate 1908 256 

Webster Bros., Waucoma, v. C. St. P. &K. C, at B^yd 1890 806 

Webster Bros. , Waucoma, v. C . M . & St . P. , at Jackson Junction 1894 271 

Welles, W. W., Webster City. v. W. C. & S. W., failure to furnish 1889 1045 

WelLsburg, citizens of , v. B., C B. & N., forelevator IS")! 820 

Wertz, C. C, Greene, v. B.. C. R. & N., forooalhouse 1807 21 

Whyte, Joseph, etal., Blencoe, v. C. &N'.-W., forelevator 1903 2tfi 

Wiemer, H. A., Harris, v. C. R. L &P.. forelevator . 1908 246 

Wilbur, D. W. , Hawkeye, v. C ., M. & St. P. , grain warehouse . . .' 1895 156 

Williams Bros., Prlmghar, v. III. Cent., forelevator 1806 134 

Winnebago Farmers Alliance, v. M. & St. L., coalhouse 1891 732 

Wright, N. A., Herring, v.C. &N. W., for coal sheds 1903 256 

York, Joseph, Zenorsville, v. C. &N.-W.. forcoalsheds 1888 836 

Slbspino Cars— 

Dowell, A. B., Vinton, v. C. & N. -W., holders of second claw ticket not entitled to 1898 6K 

Privileges, discrimination in, at Council Bluffs 1888 f02 

Small and Laboe Shippers— see Car Load Rates. 

Smith. Spencer, Commissioner, paper on the * 'Railroad Question" 18S0 21 

Snow Fence, Appropriating Land for— see Appropriation of Land. 

Snow Blockade— 

Belmond, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, failure to keep road open ^. . 1881 617 

Cass, S. F. Sumner, v. Dub. & Dak., failure to run trains on account of 1886 506 

Goshen, citizens of , v. H. & S. , petition to raise 1886 5C7 

Jackson, E. P., etal., Qilmore, v. D. M. & Ft. D., asklngremoval of 1888 573 

Tripoli, citizens of, v. C. Q. W., failure to remove, and delay of trains 1883 225 

Soft Coal Rates— see RaUs . 

Solicitation of Hotel Patronage at Stations— see Omnibut Privileges. 

Special Triin to carry livestock, extra charge for 1887 788 

Special Rates on building material for churches . permissible 1888 837 

Special Rates, large shipper not entitled to against small shipper 1888 837 

Special Emergency Rates on Corn— see Rates. 

Special Rates to Large Shippbrh— see Car Load RcUes; also Rates. 

Speed of Freight Trains 1878 65 

Speed of Trains in Cities— 

Hill, B., Mitchellville, v. C R. I. & P., through town 1896 120 

Malvern, city of, v. C. B. &Q., danger from fast trains 1889 1040 

Watland. O. T., Huxley, v. C, M. &St. P., through town j903 813 

Spur Tracks— see also Side Tracks. 

Dooley, George, Newton, v. Iowa Central, protest against removal of 1881 737 

Excelsior Coal Co. v. Central Iowa, com oulsory operation of 1878 24 

Robertson, S. A., Des Moines, taxation of quarry track 1881 183 

Connection with main line— see Sids Tracks. 

Stanwood & Tipton Railwat, history of 1879 112 

State and Interstate Co.vmerce— see also Interstate Commerce and Rates 1886 4 

Diamond Jo Line V. C, B. &Q 1889, 1074.1077 

Opinion of supreme court 1882 901 
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State Commebox, shipments beginning and ending in Iowa bat passing outside the 
state in transit not governed by Iowa rates—opinion of U. 8. sapreme court in 

Arkansascase 1903 863 

What Constitutes— 
Carpenter, D. J. , Beloit, ▼. C, M. & St. P. , shipments from point to point within 

the state, though passing outside in transit, are state commerce 1890 849 

Freight shipped from point to point within the state of Iowa, though passing out- 
side in transit, held to be state commerce 1889, 1074-1077; 1880 849 

Hamilton & Co. , Algona, y. B., C. B. &N., what constitutes 1897 118 

Heath, H. R., & Sons, Ft. Dodge, ▼. III. Cent., shipments from points in the 

state to points outside, though rebiUed in transit, interstate commerce 1894 164 

McGilora, L. B. Larchwood, v. B. , C. B. & K. , traffic from point to point in 

Iowa, though passing outside in transit, is state commerce 1892 802 

Skeen & Zook, Albia, v. C. , B. & Q. , from point to point in Iowa, is state commerce . . 1898 74 

ESTATE Control of C, B. I. & P. R'y 18S0 177 

Station, Bslooation of, LeGrand, citizens of, ▼. C. & N.-W. B'yCo 1901 160 

Station— Faculties and Sbbytox— see also Joint Stations. 
Abandonment of —see A bantionment of Station. 

Changing name of. legislation recommended 1889, 39 ; 1891 44 

Cleanliness and remoyal of disorderly persons recommended. 1884 42 

Control of grounds, omnibus privileges— 3ee Omnibiu Privileges. 

Exclusive use of must not be granted to one person 1890 893-894 

Establishing of new, legislation recommended 1889 89 

Facilities for doing business at 1895 zxlz 

Finances of company cannot be considered by board in ordering 1884 609 

Grade of highway crossing over station grounds 1898 16,156 

Joint and Y connections— see Joint Stations; alio Wyes. 

New legislation recommended 1891 43 

Profits tocarriers not sole element in establishment of 1894 496 

•Complaints Concerning— 

Albia, condition of depot used by Wabash and Iowa Central 1902 297 

Albrecht, A. 8., etal., Medervlile, v. C, M. & St. P., petition to rebuild station 1896 101 

Adaza, oitizensof, v. D. H., N. & W., petition for depot 1896. 178; 1698 85 

Algona, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., for relocation of 1889 1057 

Algona, J. E. Stacey of, V. C. & N. -W 1908 283 

Aplington, citizens of, to keep open at night 1882 455 

Ashaw, V. C, B. I. &P., petition for removal of 1891 789 

Aurora, Zera Knapp of, v. C. G. W. , condition of depot platform 1900 148 

Austin, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , petition for removal of 1892 868 

Avery, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., petition for 1892 742 

Bamum, C.F., Bryant, Becorder, v. IlL Cent., dangerous location of depot . 1895 219 

Bassett, citizen* of , v. C, M. & St. P., for flag station 1896 121 

BaylesB, F. D., Blkader, v. C. , H. & St. P. , facilities at Osborne 1892 830 

Beloit, citizensof, v. C, M. ASt. P., telegraph facilities 19U3 807 

Benson, inaccessibility of sidetrack at. on III. Cent., complaint, L. Canfleld 1901 489 

Bigelow, M. F. , Alden, v. 111. Cent. , insufficient night service 1834 505 

Bingham, L. B. & Son, BsiherviUe, v. B., C. B. &N., laciUties for storing and 

handling perishable freight 1896 104 

Bismarck station case 1889,36, 992; 1895 »i 

Bonalr, Fleming Brothers, V. 0., M. & St. P 1908 299 

Bouton, citizensof, V. C:, M. & St. P., depot, etc 1890 948 

Boyd, G. J. Hemdon, v. C, M. & St. P., night service 1885 576 

Boyd, G. J. Herndon, v C. , M. & St. P., condition of road to depot 1902 298 

Boyd, citizens of V. C. O. W. B'y, petition for depot 1899 84 

Browns, Hale & Biggs, citizens of , v. C, M. & St. P., reopening 1891 746 

Bryan, D. B., Bouton, v. C, M. &St. P., depot 1888 688 

Bunch, eltlzens of, v. C. . B. I. & P. , depot at Bunch postoffice and Paris siding.. 1891 793 

Butt, M., etal., Harvey, v. Wabash, platform 1898 210 

California Junction, citizensof, v. F., E. & M. V., etal., depot 1887 628 

<:Jalloway , P. Atlantic, v. C. , B, 1. & P. . privileges of stockyards 1895 233 

Oampbell, F. B., Bismarck, v. C, M. & St. P., restoration of 1889, 36, 992, 1895 zl 
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Cftpron, a. F., Capron station, y. C, M. &St. P., faeilltles as per contract 1H89 I06S 

Carbon Junction, better depot at, on M. C. & F. D 1000 ITS 

Cedar Valley, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &K. , petlllon for stockyards 1900 12S^ 

Claypool. W. W., etal., 8penoer,v. C, M. & St. P., at Hay siding 1898 2W 

Cleghorn and Cherokee county, citizens of, v. Dub. & S. C . , depot 1889 101» 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Campbell 1880 108(^ 

Cleveland, E. S. , Holmes, v. B. , C. R. & N. , better accommodations 1888 706 

Cleveland, E 8., Homes, v.B.,C. R. &N., fadUtles 1890 88a 

Coalport, restoration of sidetrack 1893 27 

Cochran, Wm., etal., Blmira. v. B.. 0. R. & N., faciUUes 1892 735 

Supplemental decision 1892 787 

Colfax, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , improved sanitary conditions 1889 1007 

Cone, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N., flag station 1887 778 

Connables, Sargent, E. B., etal., v. C, R. I. &P 1903 295 

Cornelia, Johnson Bros., of, v. M. 0. & Ft. D. , petition for depot 1900 17» 

Corning, citizens of, V. C, B. & Q. , relocation of depot 1888 7fl0 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. U. P. , Insufficient faclUties 18^6 590-67^ 

Council Bluffs, city of, v. All Entering Railways, additional f aclHtles 1892 809 

Crelghton, C. B., Oakville, v. lowaCentral, depot 1894 244 

Crippen Creamery Co. , Crippen, v. C, M. & St. P., platform 1894 270 

Croton, W. H. Butler, of v. C, R. I. &P., fortelegraph 1901 487 

Cpozler. M. W.,Sfcark, v. B. & N. W. , petition for 1890 857 

Cummlngs, citizens of, v. C. G. W. , relocation of depot 1903 258 

Cylinder, citizens of . v. CM. & St. P., depot 1891 815 

Dallas Center, Benton Brothers, of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , keeping depot open 1800 8a 

David. Sholtesft Porte, of, V. W. &W., service 1898 55 

Davidson Brothers, Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., changing name of 1887 09^ 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Coffin 1887 098 

Dawson, citizens of, v. C. , M. &St. P., petition for 1890 937 

Dawson, S. R., Percy, v. W. St. L. & P. , for wood and coal 1887 684 

Dennis, dtizensof, v. A. &C., restoration of switch 1895 V!0 

Des Moines, unsafe condition of union depot 1808 11 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C O. W., freight station 1894 156 

Donley, citlzensof, v. C, B. &Q., petition fordepot 1908 270 

Donnan, citizens of, v. C, M. &St. P., telegraph facilities 1903 81S 

Doon, citizens of, v. C. , St. P. , M. & O. , petition for depot at Lunt's siding 1896 sa 

Downey, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , petition for night agent 1900 114 

Durham, citlzensof, v. C, B. &Q., abandonment of 19C8 806 

Dumont, depot platform at 1901 485 

Kldora, citlzensof, V. lowaCentral, closed depot 1908 349 

Elrick, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, for re-eetablishment of 1897 72 

Elwell, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. , depot open for night trains ... 1908 282 

Evanston, depot at, W. D. Drake, et al. , v. M. C. & Ft. D 1898 36 

Everly, citizens, of, v. C. , M. &St. P., petition for 1887 748- 

Ewart, citlzensof, v. lowaCentral, abandonment of 1908 30^ 

Felton, J. B., New Virginia, v. D. M. & K. C. , bad condition of 1892 7fc» 

Fifleld, citizens of , v. Wabash, petition for 1894 287 

Florence, C. W. Thoru?, of, v. M, C. &Ft. D., petition fordepot 1901 SB2 

Gallagher, J. S., etal., Wesley, v. C, M. & St. P., for night operator 1898 226 

Gaston, B. E., Van Wert, v. Wabash Western, condi ion of, conduct In 1888 69^ 

Glendale, citizens of , v. C, B. &Q., petitionfor 1890 861 

GooseLake, additional sidetracks at, onC. &N.-W 1901 887 

Grey, L. E, Perry, v. C, M. & St. P., night service at Herndon 1887 628 

Halley, J. R. , Nashville, v. C. &N.-W.. station service 1896 94 

Ham & Carver, Dubuque, v. a, C. R. & N., better mail service 1888 721 

Hanna. J. Q., Goldfleld, v. O. &N.-W., location of 1882 438 

Harrington, D. B., Postville, v. 0., M, & St. P., Insufficient service 1890 860 

Hawarden, citlzensof, v. C, M. &St. P., for building 1888 096 

Herndon, citlzensof, v. C, M. &St. P., and W., St. L. &P., approaches to 1880 662 

Hickory Grove township, Jasper county, citlzensof, v. Iowa Cent., facilities 1890 90O 
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CompUints Conoerning contlnaed— 

HiU'8 Siding, petition for depot at, onB., 0. R. &N 1898 67 

Rehearing decUned 1890 901 

Hodgee, C. H. etal., Sexton, ▼. C. M. &St. P., petition for 1892 800 

Hornaday, J. O., Wall, J. J., etal.. ▼. C. R. I. &P., at Udell 1892 884 

Howell station, petition for depot at, on Wabash, by Boeqnet et al. , Pella 1902 203 

Hutchlns, cltizensof, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for 1898 147 

Hutchinson, P., Hampton, v. O. G. W., condition of depot 1908 288 

Independence, citizens of, v. 111. Cent. , to stop at platforms 1892 785 

Ira, station service 1895 150 

Jenks, A. M., Sheldahl, ▼. O. & N.-W., etaL, platform 1887 689 

Johnson, T. 8., etal., Bonair, v. C, M. & St. P., pe itionfor 1892 799 

Johnson Brothers, Calliope, v. O. , M. & St. P. , abandonment of 1908 248 

Kelly, George, W. P., of, v. C. & N.-W., inaccesaibiUty of team track 1900 186 

Kenwood Park, citizens <5f, ▼. C. , M. & St P. , petition for 1898 244 

Kingston, abandonment of, complaint, B H. Sharp, et al., Leon, t. K. & W.... 1902 ■ 288 

Kirkwood, Kerschner, E. A., of, establishment of 1900 140 

Klemme, citizens of, v. B., C. R. .&N., petition for 1890 884 

Kniffln, citizens of, y .'C. , R. I . & P. , petition for facilities 1891, 751 ; 1895 . 176 

Krysher. Levi, Avon, v. C, B. &Q andC, R. I. & P. , for removal 1888 608 

Lainsvllle. baggage faeilitiee at, on C, M. & St. P 1908 821 

Latty, citizens of, v. B. . C. R. & N. , for additional room at 1886 622 

Ledyard, depot at, citizens of, v. B., C. R. & N. and C. &N.-W 1898 38 

Le Grand, cltizensof, v. O. &N.-W., relocation of 1894 818 

LeMars, citizens of, v. III. Cent. , et al. , for more commodious 1890 889 

Lemon, H. F , etal., Bbn Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., agent 1897 127 

Lennon, H., etal., Elm Springs, v. C, M. &8t. P., facilities for freight 1898 72 

Leyner, John, etal., Dallas county, v. C, R. I. &P., removal of Ashawa 1892 807 

Lida, cltizensof, v. O.. St. P. &K. C, petition for 1889 1010 

Leiser. et al. , Abbott, v. B. , C. R. & K., and Central Iowa, joint 1882 440 

Little Wall Lake, citizens of, v. M. C. & Ft. O. , petition for flag 1891 880 

Luana, depot platform at, P. Bredow, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P 1898 85 

Lucas, Wm. Fl.eener, of, v. C, B. &Q., depot open at night 1901 501 

Lunt*s siding, petition for depot, by citizens of Doon 1896 83 

Lux, Peter, etal., Hopkinton, v. 0., M. &St. P. . at Lux siding 1898 141 

Malone, J. D.. etal., Santiago, v. C, St. P. & K. C. petition for 1898 214 

Marengo, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. , sanitary condition of 1894 274 

McCusker, Edward, Loretto, v. C, St. P. & K. C, abandonment of LIda 1889 10 1 

McFarlane, Williaai, et al. , Blencoe, v. S. C. & P. , petition for 1884 608 

McKlnney, Mrs. J. C, Decorah, v. IlL Oent., careof 1888 657 

McLaughUn, D. Bf, David, v. W. &S. W., petition for 1893 257 

Melbourne, dtizensof, v. C, St.P. &K. C, petitionfor 1888 738 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley, etal., v. C. G. W., joint station at crossing 1896 15 

Meriden, cltizensof, v. 111. Cent., for rebuilding of burned 1886 514 

MlUer, J. D. . et al., Ida Grove, v. C. & N. -W. , petition for 1884, 495 ; 1886 661 

Miller, J. T. , Iowa Falls, v. B. , C. R. & N 1881 148 

Mohr, E. C. F. , Weetfleld. v. C. , M. & St. P. , Insufficient depot room 1903 281 

Morris, M. V. B., Wayland, v. B. & W., replacing 1903 239 

Morning Sun, citizens of, v. Central Iowa and B., C. R. & N., for 1884, 588; 1885 564 

Nashville, Miles Sinkey, of, v. C. &N.-W., removal of agent 1900 126 

New Hartford, citizens of, v. D. & S. C. , for reopening, night 1891 741 

Norellns, A.. Kiron, v. C. &N.-W., location of station 1899 100 

Norway, J. T. Springer of. v. C. & N. -W. . lighting of depot and platform, 1806, 90;. 1900 154 

C akley, citizens of, V. C. , B. & Q. , petition to reopen 1886 501 

Oakville, cltizensof, v. Iowa Cent., petition for additional 1891, 797; 1864 244 

O'BrienBros., Valeria, v. C, St.P. & K. C , freight house 1892 883 

Okoboji, O. I. Wilson, of, v. C, M. & St. P 1901 497 

OlineBros., PageCenter, v. C, B. &Q., agent 1899 49 

Orillia, dtizensof, v. C. G. W., reopening 1894 288 

Orillia, J. A. Garretof, v. C. G. W., dayagent: 1699 60 

Osborne, cltizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1891 740 
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Otho, oltlzens of ,▼. M. & St. L. , petition for 1892 730 

Petition for reopening 18B5 ]70 

Otranto, oltlzensof, v. O., M. &St. P., for larger building 1882 731 

Page Center, oltlzensof. t. C. B. &Q., for agent 1892, 780; 1899 49 

Panlger, J., et al. , New Hartford, y. III. Cent. , for night seryice 1886 553 

Plover, oitizens of, ▼. C, R. I. & P., petition for 1890 035 

Plnmmer, Wm. H., Logan, t. 111. Cent., location of 1890 112 

Poorman, D. A., DesMoinee, v. C, B. &Q.. lackof 1891 636 

Pritohard, N. Warren, v. C, M. & St. P 1885 d6H 

Rands, cltizensof, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for 189B 221 

Rands, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P 1908 303 

Red Oak, citizens of, v. C. , R & Q. , relocation of freight house 1889 991 

Reed, J. G , etal., LlmeSprings, t. C, M. &8t. P., nlghtservioe 1898 213 

Rejnolds, J. J., etal., Blenooe, v. 8. C. &P., petition for stock ^ards 1888 711 

Richardson, G. W., Clear Lake, v. C, M. & St. P., at Ventura 1890 924 

Richardson & Berard, Fairfax, y. C. Sc N. -W. , unsuitable condition of depot 1889 1079 

Ridgeway, dtizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., rebuilding of burned 1888 751 

RiggSt W. K.. Castalia. y.B., C R. &N., petiUon to reopen 1890 873 

River Junction, Citizens of, t. B. , C. R. & N. , telegraph operator 1899 33 

Robblns, R. R. , Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P. , for freight house 189B 15 

Root's Siding, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N., depot 1898 61 

Roybar, F., Valeria, v. C, St. P. & K. 0., for platform 1889 1071 

Russell, dtizensof, T. C, B. A; Q., for night service 1886 506 

Ruthven, citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P., for removal of 1886 561 

Sandusky, cltizensof, v. St. L., K. 0. &N.-W., for rebuilding 1890 899 

Schell, JohnW., etal., Graham, v. B., C.R. &N., shipping facilities 1892 734 

Seevers, W. A. . et al. , Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, accomodations 1886 520 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., inadequate 1887 607 

Shipley Bros. , Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P. , Insufficient approaches 1885 525 

Showman, William, et aL , Showman v. C. , M. & St. P. , for restoration of 1890 917 

Slater, cltizensof, v. O. &N.-W.. petition for building 1888 689 

Slater, Holland, M. S., v. C. &N.-W., condition of Station grounds 1908 233 

Snyder, A. B. , et al. , Spaulding. v. C. , B. & Q. , for reopening 1801 747 

Solomon, citizens of, V. O. & St. L., petition for 1892 757 

Springer, C. H., Springer, v. 111. Cent, at Stacyville Jet 1898 50 

Sumner, depot facilities furnished by C. G. W. R*yCo 1890, 115; 1900 158 

Sylvia, petition for privilege of loading cars at, on C. , M. & St. P 1006 2t3 

Thornton, cltizensof. v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for depot 1888 981 

Todd, C.J. & J. T., Diagonal, v. St. P. &E. C, faoiUties 1892 828 

Traer, DenniP, J. R of, v. C. &N.-W., depot open for night trains....* 19U0 217 

UdeU, cltizensof, v. C, R. I. & P., establishment of 1894 102 

Ulster, cltizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., petition of 1880 855 

Van Saun, George B., Cedar Falls, V. C. G. W., opening of 1894 285 

Wadena, cltizensof, v. C, M. &St. P., telegraph facilities 1908 312 

Warner, W. F., Luana, v. C, M. & St. P., ineufflcient depot grounds 1897 53 

Waterloo, condition of depot platform on B. , C. R. & N. R'y 1900 1^16 

Waterman Siding, Austin, 8. L., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W., at 19U8 227 

Watts, Freemont, Goose Lake, v. C. & N. -W. , shipping facilities 1890 £90 

Waverly, condition of 111. Central depot 1902 229 

Westfield, cltizensof, v. C. , M. &St. P., petition for 1890 919 

Westfleld, cltizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., amended decision 1891 802 

Williams, cltizensof, v. 111. Cent., for night mall service 1888 712 

WilUard, cltizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., flagstation 1901 522 

Wilson, G. M., etal., Ira, v. C. G. W., insufficient 1895 ISq 

Wilson, J. S., Hill's Siding, v. B., C. R & N., petition for 1892, 7c5: 1893 188 

Wilson Junction, Rail, W. A. Perry, v. O. G. W., insufficient accomodations at. 1900 103 

Wisdom, F., Creeton, v. C, B. &Q. , etal., additionalatAfton Junction 1897 101 

Woolstock, cltizensof, v. C. & N.-W., night agent 1901 518 

Wright, A. G.. etal.. Whiting, v. S. C. &P., for night service 1886 512 

Young, James & Co., Sidney, v. C, B. &(J., negligence of agent 1894 307 
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8TATIBTI08, difficulty in obtaining 18OT, 4; 1890 4 

8TATUTSS RSLATIKO TO BAILWATS— 866 Lawi, 

STKAUNa Li ^x Stock in Tbansit— see Substitution of Live Stock, etc. 

STBSLKAiiiS, introduction of, duty on, etc 1880 18S 

Stock Oapital— see Capital Stock. 

Stock Cattlx, Petitioit fob Withdbawal ov Ratbb on— see Ratet. 

Stock Cattls, Rbduobd Ratbs vob Round Tbip Shipmbnts or— see RaUs. 

Stock AND Debt per mile 1880 157 

Stockholdebs, Lists ov 1888 650,667 

Stock Killbd and Injubxd— see, also, Damageg, 

Bailey, J. 8., Searsboro, ▼. Gent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 669 

Bantes, L. , Weldon, ▼. E. & W. , on creasing 1882 844 

Bates, L. P., Russell, ▼. W., St. L. & P. etal., failure to fence 1886 60S 

Barkley, B. A., Odebolt, v. O. &N.'W.,by train 1895 166. 

Beyers, Mrs. J. W., Hull, y. O., M. & St. P., on private crossing 1898 60 

Blanchiyrd, John. Blencoe. ▼. S. C. &P., on crossing 1887 769 

Boatw right, D. J., Hastie, ▼. Wabash, hogs on account of defective fence 1892 866 

BoBwell, Jos., DavisOlty, v. C, B. &Q., calf 1901 626 

Bruntsing, A. E., Hull, ▼. C, M. & St. P., onopenfarm crossing 1898 62 

Butin, D. F., Des Moines, v. C, M. &St. P., damages for 1888 685 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, ▼. C, M. & St. P., calf 1898 69 

Oondit, A. B., Paton, v. C, R. I. &P., atca tie guard 1888 828 

Cowry, Patrick, Paton, v. C. , B. I. & P. , near station 1888 746 

Decker. J. I., Bast Peru, V. C, St. P. &K.C., by train 1890 866 

Dlckman, John, Westgate, y. C. , St. P. & K. C, at crossing 1889 104 

Doolep, W. L., Vail, V. O. &N.-W., defecjtive fence 1808 667 

Dundon, Mary, Whiting, v. C. &N.-W., cow 1902 268 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., hogs in transit 1888 735- 

Emery, H. A., Thayer, v. C, B. &Q 1895 240 

Ferguson, J. A.. Paton, y. C, R. I. & P., cow 1889 1046 

Fowler, F. H. , Cedar Rapids, y. B. , C. H. & N. , failure to whistle and ring 1892 861 

Fraser, W. W., Bevingteo, y. C, R. I. &P., on depot grounds 1888*748,744 . 

Fraser, J , Paullina, v. C. & N.-W 1896 170 

Frazier, Geo., Panora, v. D. M., N. & W , defective cattle guards 1897 110 

Gould, M. , Van Wert, y. H. & 8., struck by engine 1890 846 

Gruwell.B. T., West Branch, y. B., C. R. &N , claimfor 1889 1068 

Helmer, M. F., MechanicsviUe, v. C. & N. -W. , on right of way 1884 622 

Harris, H. W. , Perry, v. D. M. & Ft. Dodge R*y, on highway crossing 1888 694 

Harris, John, Oswalt, ▼. Iowa Northern, claim for on crossing 1892 826 

Hlbbard, A. A., Paullina, v. O. & N.-W., calf 1886, 586; 1894 287 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, y. C. & N.-W., hogs 1889, 1060; 1896 16» 

Hoist, H., Clutier, y. C. & ^.-W., colt 1901 482 

lyes, Julius, Dickens, y. C, M. 4i;8t. P., damage for 1889 1026 

Leeper, J. W., Truro, y. D. M. &K. C, injured in cattle guard 1892 826 

Logan, Mrs. R. E., Rhodes, y. C, M. &St. P , on account of defective fence 1892 848 

Mackinnon, J. C, Gen. Mgr. C, F. M. & D. M., inquiry as to liabiUty 1898 249 

March, 0. H. , Grinnell. v. Cent. Iowa, ac crossing, failure to whistle 1888 68a 

Mayhew, N. P., VilUsca, v. C., B. &Q., in transit 1886 647 

McCahaU, M., etal., Conger, v. C, Sc. P. &K C, claim for 1891 818 

McCracken, Mrs. E., Thomburg, v, B., C. R. &N., failure to fence 1892 866 

McOracken, Mrs. E., Thornburg, v. B., C R. &N., claimfor 1898 218 

McWilliams, H., Denison, v. C. &N.-W., claim for 1890 91 

Neff, G. W. , Wayland, v. BurUngton & Northwestern, killing a hog 1902 249 

Peter, John, Paullina, v. O. &N.-W., claimfor 1892 83a 

Rayboume, A., Woodward, v. D. M. & Northern, claimfor 1891 778 

Remington Bros. , Murray, v. C, fi. &Q., on crossing 1898 67 

Richards, W., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., claim for 1892 881 

Roberts, Anthony, Van Wert, v. E. & W. , hog, on depot grounds 1888 714 

Rohmer, J., Paullina, v. C. & N. W., claimfor 1887 680- 

Rudiabaugh, C. 8., Davis City, v. C.,B. &Q., claim for 1892 82a 

Shay, John, Maloy, v. C, St. P. & K. C, claim for 1893 28a 
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Smith, J. J., West Branch, v. B.. C. R. & N., cow 1898 <t8 

Stout, J. C, Thayer, v. C, B. Sb Q 1885 2» 

Tallxnan, J. A., Paton, v. O. , R. I. & P. , on station gronnds 1888 1068 

TaskerBroe., Onslow, v. 0. & N.-W 1886 546 

Waggoner, Henry, Odebolt, v. C. & N.-W 1884 806 

Week, C. F., Clermont, v. B. , O. R. & N. , damagrs for 1886 510 

White, S. J. , Plymouth, v. C. , M. & St. P , account of defective fence 1882 848 

Wilson, B. C, Van Wert, v. H. &S., injured on bridge 1888 682 

Stook in Transit, Damage TO~see Damages. 

Stock Watbrtno. Hepburn Committee Report 1880 17B 

Stock Watbbiko— see Watering Stock. 

Stock Yard— 

Armstrong, Henry, Qlidden, v. 0. & N.-W., location of 1808 245 

Bull, A. N., etal., GllmoreCity, v. C, B. I. & P., condition of 1902 296 

Calloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, ▼. C, R. I. &P., discrimination in privileges 1886 23S 

Cedar Valley, citizensof, v. R, C. R. & N., petition for 180O 129 

Conger, B. F., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., discrimination in privileges 1884 846 

Gonover, citizensof, v. C, M. &8t. P., lack of water at 1886 135 

Coon Rapids, citisBens of , v. C, M. & St. P., condition of 1888 63 

Bwing, J. K., Shannon, V. O. Q. W.. condition of 1901 381 

Fobee, E., etaL, Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., location of 1908 268 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Central, condition of 1888 80 

Marcus, city of , V. Illinois Central, removal of. 1897 123 

Marshall, R. H. andH. L. Casey, v. C, R. I. & P., location of 1801, 496; 1902 2M 

McCuUough & Fudge. Marne, v. C, R. 1. &P., lack of water in 1897 18S 

Meehan, P. F., and William Drew, Clayton, v. C. , B. & Q. , petition for 1884 291 

Onan, J. C, LohrviUe, v. C, M. &St. P., discrimination in use of 1800 175 

Reynolds, J. J., etal., Blencoe, v. S.O. &P., petition for 1888 711 

Ridgeway, citisensof, v. C, M. &St. P., lack of water, etc 1886 75 

Shannon City, Swing, J. K. of, v. C. Q. W., condition of stook yards 1880 51 

Smith, C. C, V. C, R. I. & P., condition of 180S 811 

Swisher, J. W., Brighton, v. Iow:a Central 1908 281 

Vincent, J. F. , proprietor Union Stock Tarda, Des Moines, v. C, R- I* & P. , refusal 

to deliver oars 1880 105 

Stone Shipjcbntb— regulations concerning 1882 860 

STOPPiNa Fast Trains at Small Stations— see also Train Service. 

Stopping through train at small stations, authority of state to require, opinion of 

United States Supreme Court in Illinois case. 180S 858 

Stopping the running of trains, power of the commissioners in, when road is 

declared unsafe 1882 766 

Stop-over Checks AND Privileges— see alao Pattenger Fare 1882 861 

Stopping Trains AT Platforms 1888 887 

Beck, W. J. R. , Fort Madison, v. St. L. , E. ft N. W. , stopping caboose at platform 1887 89 

HiUyard, J. W., Dows, v. B., C. R. & N ., !902 280 

McQuire, £. H., Marengo, v. C, R. I. & P., refusal to 1880 907 

Murphy, A. J., Herndon. V. C, M. & St. P., 1802 272 

Selma, citizensof, v. C, H.I. &P., caboose, liability of carriers 1881 776 

Stopping Trains at Railroad Crossings— see Crossing Stops. 

Storage, Use oi* Cars vor Warehouse Purposes— see Demurrage. 

Storage, Charges por— see Baggage. 

Street Crossing, Blockading or with Trains— see Obstruction of Streets. 

Street Crossings, Establishment of— see Crossings, Highway. 

Strikes— 

Employment of incompetent engineers on C. , B &Q 1887 787 

Discussion and efTect of 18S8, 44; 1888 88 

Delay of freight on account of —see Delay in Transit. 

Substitution— 

Wilson, A. R., Traer, v. C, & N. W., of light for heavy steer 1868 728 
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SUSDAT Tkainb— 

DisoasBecU recommendations concerning, etc 1883, 81 ; 1884, 42 ; 188&, 06 ; 1886 60 

Algona Y case, defining discretion of commissioners in ordering "Y" 1802 806 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, y. O., M. & St. P., what constitutes state commerce 1802 001 

Oatler, Q. L., Charlton, under farm crossing 18^2 880 

Fort Dodgev. C, R. I. & P. etal., rebuilding of Tara truck 1802 870 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, under farm crossing case 1802 808 

Sunnj HUl Alliance, Hartley, asking for site for coal house 1802 003 

SiTPBZMs CouBT, declslon of in reference to orders of railroad commissioners dis- 
cussed 1802 21-80 

Decision of in granger case 1878 65 

81TPBUIB CoUBT or UiaTiD Statxs, opinions of, applicable to train service and 

application of state rates 1003 350 

Switch Track— see Spur Track, 

Switch, refusal to allow use of , Lock, C, Keokuk, y. St. L., K. C. & N. W., for 

loading of ice 1002 267 

Switch, definition of, what constitutes 1800, 001, 022 ; 1801, 702; 1802, 768; 1804 810 

SwiTCHSS, iNTEBiiOCKiNQ— see Interlocking Switchet. 

SWITCHISO— 

iCharges for 1805 217 

Legislation recommended 1880, 88; 1801 43 

Less rate for greater number of cars switched 1888 667 

Regulations of commisadoners concerning 1801 862 

Schedule for, in Dubuque case established 1887, 749; 18S0, 1034-1038 

Complaints concerning— 

Advance Thresher Co. v. O. & N.-W., refusal 1801 768 

Agar Packing Co. , Des Moines, v. C. & N - W. , refusal to switch car of hogs 1002 278 

Aultman, C. &Co., Cedar Rapids, v. C. & N.-W., refusal and discrimination... 1808 206 

Bannister Bros., Clinton, v. C, M. & St. P., refusal, car of wheat 1801 778 

Bigelow Bros. , New.Hampton, v. C. G. W., refusal 1804 281 

Oathcart & Woodruff, Correction viUe, v. lUinois Central et al 1801, 360; 1808 81 

C, Ft. M. &D. M. R'yCo. v. Sd. L., K. & N. W. R'y Co., exorbitant 1894 856 

ColUns Oil Tank Line, Cedar Rapids, v. O. , M. & St. P. , refusal 1000 120 

Oonant, Homer, Sheldon, v. Illinois Central et al. , refusal 1804 380 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek 1806 16 

Rehearing 1000 18 

Council Bluffs Water Works Co. , v. C. & N.-W., excessive 1888 667 

Cunningham T. A., Clare, v. C. , R. I. & P. et al. , excessive 1800 880 

Cunningham, T. A., Clare, v. c!, B. &Q. and C, R. L &P., rehearing 1801 800 

Day & Sons, Minneapolis, v. Illinois Central, unreasonable char gf s for 1886 400 

Deaf Institute, CouncilBluffs, v. C, R. I. & P., excessive 1801 702 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Co. v. C, M. &St. P., refusal to 1807 162 

Des Moines Northern & Western R'y Co. v. C. &N.-W 1805 220 

Des Moines Oil Tank Co. V. C. &N.-W., refusal, tank cars 1888 827 

Dee Moines Street R. R. Co. v. C. & N.-W. , exorbitant charges, rate fixed 1802 700 

Dubuque Board of Trade V. Illinois Central et al. , refusal to 1887 7^ 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 740 

Dubuque, fuel oil switch case 1880 1082 

Farmington Coal & Mining Co. V. C, R. I. &P., charges 1604 308 

Firmenioh Mf g. Co., Marshalltown, v. Iowa Cent, and C. &N.-W., refusal 1800 868 

Oould. BL B.,Goldfleld, v. B., C. R. &N.. fallare 1882 650 

HambletonMilliDgCo., Keokuk, y. C, R. &P., discrimination 1804 858 

Hampton Milling Co. , Hampton, V. Iowa Central, refusal 1800 867 

Heath, H . R. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. Ill . Cent. , discrimination 1804 164 

Heath, H. R. &Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., at Sheldon 1807 60 

HeatonFuelCo , CouncilBluffs, v. 0. & N.-W., excessive charges 1888 667 

Iowa Paint Manufacturing Co., Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., excessive 1003 273 

Joneecounty, supervisors of , v. C. &N.-W 1888 675 

Keokuk & W. R. B. Co. y. St. L. , K. & N. W. et al. , exorbitant charges 1880 OM 
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QifiTCHiVQ— Continued. Year Pag» 

Complainta concerning— Contlnned. 

K. AW. B. R. Oo. V. C, B.I. &P., ref uaal at Bevingfcon 1899 79^ 

Lane, H. D. &Co., Tama, v. C, M. & St. P., exorbitant rate 1802 854 

Little, B. J.. Lima, Ohio, t. 0., M. &8t. P., refusal, of oil at Dubuque 1889, 1082. lOSft 

Lyons Paper Mill Co. V. 0. AN.- W.. excessive i-ates on coal 1802 86S 

Maiden, T. E., Manson, v. 111. Cent, exorbitant charges 1881 181 

Miller, A. H , Melbourne, v. O., M. & St. Paul, refusal to 1888 21» 

Niver Iron Works Muscatine, v. B., O. R. &N 1809 82 

Norwegian Plow Oo. , Dubuque, T. 111. Cent, refusal to 1889 1087 

Oskaloosa Water Oo. , Oskalooea, ▼. Oentral Iowa, exoessiye rates for 1886 690 

Ottumwa Iron Works ▼. C, B. I. &P., exceflsive charges on coal 1891 757 

Preston, W. A., Grinnell. y. O., B. L &P., refasal 1901 47a 

Bandall & Dickey, Dee Moines, v . O. , & N. -W. , refusal cars of implements 1882 8S7 

Scott, B. P., Goldfleld, V. B., O. B. &N., reftwal 1898 54 

South Side Ice Oo. , OenterriUe, inquiry concerning 1898 51 

Sweezy & Borman, Newell, v. 111. Oent, excessive rates 1888 68^ 

Talbott, D. H., Sioux Oity. v. O., M. Sb St. P etal., excessive charges 1800 884 

Thompson, Watson, Ollnton, v. O. &N.-W., refusal to 1888 66^ 

Townsend, E., Oedar Falls, v. 111. Cent., overcharge 1881 1^ 

Townsend, J. W. , Keokuk, v. O ., B. I. & P. , discrimination in 1894 85^ 

Vincent, J. F., Des Moines, v. 0., B. I. & P., cars to Union stockyards, 1896, 105; 1901 38a 

Western White Bronze Co., Dee Moines, v. O., B. I. &F., refusal 1895 192 

Wisconsin. Iowa & Nebraska B'y Oo. , Des Moines, v. 0. & N. -W. , refusal to . . . 1884 Sas> 

Wisconsin, Iowa & Nebraska v. Iowa Northern, refusal to, and forward 1886 560 

Wolff. P. A., Oedar Rapids, v. O. &N..W., refusal to 1898 254 

Wylle, J. S., Davenport, v. 0., M. &St. P., excessive charges 1890 901,920 

TAKING UP TBACK— sea Abandonment of Bead. 
Tariffs— 

Posting of , legislation recommended 1889 4t 

Buling of board, concerning posting of 1889 1001^ 

Tabtff, Grakoer— see Granger Tariff. 

Taxis, Taxation akd Tax Aid— 

Discussion of law concerning 1884 82* 

In aid of railroads, discussed 1884 82 

In aid of railroads to secure stations— see Stations. 

Bich, Geo. L., Fort Dodge, v. Ft. Dodg^ &Ft. Bidgely, and M. &St. L. B*ys 1888 590 

Beturns to be made to railroad commissioners 1878 SB 

Taxation of railroad property 1878 f» 

Taxation of railroads, discussed » 1886 14 

Telegraph Factlitito— see Station Facilities— Beloit, citizens of, v. O. , M. & St. P 1908 307 

Donnan, citizens of, V. C, M, & St. P 1903 S15 

Wadena, on O , M. &St. P 1908 812 

Terminal Chaboes— 

Huse, S. E., OoonBapids, v. 0., M. &St. P. , excessive on short haul of coal 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1883 727 

Petition for establishment of at one cent per hundred Id89 1024 

Tbrritort, Division of, Between Boads— «ee Miscellaneoits; also Rates. 

Through Billing—. 
Davenport, shippers of , v. B., 0. B. &N., etal., West Liberty 1880 1022,1087 

Through Bates, Percentage of, allowed to local lines 1896 SS 

Through Train Service— see Train Service. 

Tickets— see also Passenger Fares. 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C, B. I. &P., in honoring round trip tickets 1890 9S^ 

Burns. Thomas, Breda, v. O. &N.-W. , ref und paid for but not issued 1893 21ft 

Byram, M. W. , Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., discrimination in sale of round-trip 1891 727 

Discrimination in sale of— see Discrimination. 

Grissell, A. H., Menlo, v. C, B. I. &P., regulations concerning, limited 1890 98ft 
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TTiiS RATX-see Rates. 

TiMX won Loading and Unloadiko Cabs— see Demurrage. 
Toll Bbidos, Absobption ov— see Bridge TolL 

TONNAOS— 

Bantings, on state and interstate, decrease In for 1804, compared with 1883. 1894 215 

Bast and we«t compared 1878 M 

From point to point in Iowa as compared with total Iowa tonnage I88B 15-SO 

Failure of companies to report oommqdit J 1878 61 

Fallare to separate for different states 1878 68 

In carloads and less than carloads, comparative amount in car 1808 88 

Inlowa. increaseof 1890, 26; 1801 4 

Inlowa, has reached its maximum 1888 82 

Local freight, percentage of in Iowa 1884 81 

Percentageof 1886 28 

Tool Crests, Mkchanics', Tranbpobtation ov as Baggaob— see Baggage. 

TOPOGBAPHIOAL— Discussion of elevation of railroads 1879 66-68 

Tbackb, Spttr, COMPULflOBT OPERATION OV— see spur Trackt, 

Tbaok Soalks— 

OaUoway, Dr. P. . Atlantic, V 0.,R. L&P 1896 288 

Denette, J. H., Randolph, v. T. &N., imperfect condition of 1900 210 

For weighing grain and live stock. 1896 zzxvii 

Sanders, W. B , Rolfe, v. O. & N.-W., conditions necessary for securing. 1808 861 

Tbaivic Pooling— see Pooling. 

Trains Blocking Stbbbts— see Obstructing Streets. 

Train Bulletins IN PAB8BNGBB DxpoT, law in reference to 1906 242 

Train Connection— see Train Service. 

Trains Cabrting Passbngbbs to bb Stopped at* Platpobm— see also Slopping 
Trains at Platform. 

Trains, Speed OT-see i9pe«d 0/ 7Va<n« 1889 987,106 

Train Sebyiob— see also Stopping Trains at Platforms. 
Authority of state to interfere with operation of through interstate passenger 

trains, opinion of n. S. supreme court 1900 880 

Carriers required to furnish adequate and reasonable facilities 1801 810 

Obligation to furnish first-clasd service in consideration of aid received 1880 1007 

Restoration of on branch lines .... 1880 10 

Should be so arranged as to carry passengers to principal towns in forenoons and 

return in the afternoon 1891766,810 

Decision of U. S. supreme court with reference to right of state to interfere with 

the running of through trains 1900 860 

Discussionof through passenger and freight service 1898 6 

Discussion of stopping fast trains at small stations 1806 66 

Train Sbrviob— Complaints Concerning— 

Afton, citizens of, v. O. Q. W. , insulficient mail servlceat Talmage 1896 86 

Albia, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, insulficient number of trains 1888 606 

Alden, F. E. Furry, v. Illinois Cent., stopping fast train 1896 94 

Allen, J. F., Vinton, v. O., M. &St. P., petition for additional 1880 1061 

Allison, B. p., Harding, v. C. G. W., additional 1901 628 

Alton, crossing, O. & N.-W. andC. St. P., M. &0 1903 290 

Aplington, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, re-establishment of night service, 

etc 1808. 219; 1896. 88; 1899 88 

Atalissa, citizens of v. C.,R. I. &P., stopping through trains 1887 7 

Aurora, citizens of, by H. J. Griswold, Winthrop, v. O. Q. W., better mail 1804 260 

Aurora, dtizensof, v. C. G. W 1901 112 

Bayless, F. D., Blkader, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient 1880 1012 

Beck, W. J. R.. Ft. Madison, v. St. L. K. &N. W., insufficient 1889 70 

Beck, W.J. R.. Ft. Madison, v. A. T. & Santa Fe 1902 271 

Oanfleld, Lee, Benson, v. III. Central 1908 176 

Cascade, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. . inadequate freight train service 1896 86 

Charle»01ty, train connection at C. , M. & St. P. etal 1901 481 

C.,M. &St. P. , between Marion and Council BluiTs 1908 286 

29 
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Chillloothd, dtlzenBot v. C. & AQ.. stopping throngh train 1900 las 

Ooin, W. B. Adalrof. v. O. &8t. L., stopping fast train 1806 78 

OoUver. BL F., MechanlcsvlUe, V. C. & K.-W lOOK IBl 

Gone, oitlsansof, v. B., O. R. AN., stopping additional trains 1880 1014 

Conger, Jas., DesMoines, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient 1800 118 

Coming, dtizensof, y. C, B. &g., stopping trains 1801, 788; 1808 SOD 

Cosier, B. F. W., Indianola, ▼. C. & N.-W., etal., connection at Sheldahl 1887 727 

Camming, citizensof. ▼. C. Q. W., additional train serrlce 1886, 124:1001 486 

DashleU, M. A., etal., Indianola, ▼. C, B. I. &P. 1886 8fl0 

Davis, W. J. Harlan, ▼. C, B. I. P., withdrawal, of, on branch lines 1880 1008 

Defiance, citizens of, etaL, ▼. C, M. & St. P., additienal train 1868 788 

DeBnsk, M. R., Wiota, mail service 1880 94 

DeSoto, Barlham, Dexter, citizensof, v. C, R I. &P., additional 1887 91 

DenisoD, citizensof v.C. A N.-W., petition to stop fasttrain 1802 788 

Dnnsmore, N. Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop at stations, etc U82 629 

Barlham, dtizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , petition to stop additional trains 1888 610 

Blkader, eitisens of, v. C, M. ft St. P., on branch line 1887 87 

BUcader, citizens of, v. C, M. A St. P., restoration of, on branch line. 1906 281 

Falkenhamer, Geo. Vinton, v. B, C. R. & K 1888 OB 

Forbes, Frank, Osage, v. C, M. & St. P. etaL, train connections 1888 684 

Furnas, W. 8., Ldsbon, v. C. &N.-W. R*yCa, stopping through trains 1006 MO 

QnXtt citizensof, v. B, C. R. &N., stopi^ng through trains 1002 245 

QreenBroe., etal.. Bast Peru, v. C. Q. W., insufficient freight 1895 110 

Greenfield, Orient, Bridgewater, Fontanelle and Masseoa, citizens of, v. C. , B. & 

Q. , additional train service for branch line 1891 768 

Haines,A. L. Seymour. v.C, B.I. AP 1002 256 

Hancock, J. T., &8ons, Dubuque, v. C. G. W., passenger 1895 171 

Hardy, Becker A Oheever of , v. B., C. B. 6l N 1000 111 

Hilweg, B W., DesMoines, v.C, M. & St. P 1906 800 

Homaday, C. ▲. , Udell, v. C. , B. I. & P. , stopping through trains 1008 280 

Hosper, citizensof, v. C. St. P., H. & O., petition for night train service 1886 45 

Hoyt, O. N., Green Mountain, v. C. G. W., stopping train on signal 1807 116 

Hummer, George, Mercantile Ca , Iowa City, v. C, B.I. &P., insufficient 1894 816 

Jenison, E. M. Ottumwa, v. Wabash et eL , between Ottumwaand Des MoliiSs. .... 1895 180 

Johnston, D. Q. etal., Kalo Junction, v. M. &St. L., resumption of 1909 206 

Jones, C. D., Independeace, v. C, B. I. A P., and 111. Cent., insufficient 1894 801 

Keesauqua, citizensof, v. C, B I. &P., petition for 1880 875 

Kirkpatrick, J. W. , Wyoming, v. C . & N. • W . , carrying passengers on freight trains. 1897 151 

K-iowles, W. F., James, v. C, St. P., M. &0., petition for local 1808 188 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. IlL Cent, etal., Le Mars to Sioux City 1885 572 

Latty, dtizensof, v. B., C. B &N., passenger train 1887 688 

Lehigh, citizens of, v. M. C. AFt. D., restoration of 1902 289 

Leimkuehler, Frank, Moscow, v. C, B.I. & P. , additional trains 1808 217 

Letts, citizens of, v. C. , R. I . & P. , asking that through trains stop on signal 1908 296 

Macedonia, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q. , on account of mail 1902 868 

Marble Bock, F . B Gates, mayor of , v. B. , C . B. AN., stopping train at small station. 1888 96 

Masonville. J. W. Turley, of, v. 111. Cent. , stopping through train . 1898 45 

McCallsburg, John P. Sunde, et al. , of, v. Iowa Central, branch line train service. . 1896 49 

McDougall, D. J., etal, Arcadia, v. C. A N.-W., insufficient ... 1884 517 

Milo, Laoona, Ackworth, Chariton, v.C.B.&Q 1896 164 

Moscow, F. Leimkuehler, v. C , B. I. & P. , stopping train on flag signal 1901 512 

Mt. Ayr and citizecM of Binggold county, v.C, B. & Q. , inadequate 1889 1004 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Dey 1889 1008 

Mt. Ayr, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q. , letter from attorney-general concerning 1898 242 

Murphy, D. D., Elkader, v. C, M. & St. P., improved 1802 864 

Numa and Centerville, citizensof, v. C, B. I. AP., additional 1891 761 

Oak Grove, citizens of, v. Iowa Central refusal to stop trains 1900 182 

Olinger, William, Thayer, V. C, B &Q., additional 1894 265 

Panama and Persia, etal, citizensof, v.C. M. &St. P., additional 1898 788 

Persia, citizensof, etal., v. C, M. & St. P., additional 1892 788 

Pleasanton, citizensof, v. D. M. & K. C, additional 1886 180 
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Tbaih BmBTicm—CorUinued. Year Piago 

Pocahontas, citizens of, et al , ▼. O. , R. I. A P. , on Qowrie-Slblsj branch. 1908 809 

Printj, H. O., Center Point, ▼. B., O. R. &N., additional 1892 742 

Ralston, citiaensof, ▼. C. &N.-W., stopping through trains 1908 828 

Reynard, Joseph S. etaL, Creston. v. O., St. P. & K. C. and C, B. &Q., addi- 
tional at Afton Jonction 1899, 779; 1802 186 

Rochte, A., Dubuque, v. O., M. & St. P., on Volga branch 1896 20 

Rudd, citizens of, ▼. O., M. &8t. P., stopping fast train, 1894,177; rehearing 1885 116 

Sandusky, citizens of, t. St. L. K. & N. W., stopping fast train 1884 266 

Santiago and Berwick, citizens of. v. O., St. P. & K. O. , additional 1892 787 

Scott, J. H., Mediapolis, y. B. & N. W., train tocarry passengers 1882 849 

Seamans, H. W., Clinton, ▼. B., C. R. & N., insufflnient 1890 846 

Seymour, citlzensof, v. C. R. I. A P., stopping night trains 1908 848 

Shannon City, J. K. Ewing, et al., of, ▼. C. Q. W., stopping fast train 1886 60 

Sidney, citizensof, ▼. C, B. &Q., for stock shipments 1006 287 

SiouxCity & Pacific railroad, tratlservlce 1901 462 

Sloan, citlzensof, v. 8. C. & P. , additional 1889 1072 

Snoke, D. H. etal., Durant, y. C, R. I. &P.. insufficient 1896 146 

Stanley, ciUzensof, y. C. Q. W., additional 1901 626 

Strahn, citizensof, y. O. &St. L., stopping fast train at 1899 78 

Sully, citizens of , y. Iowa Central, insufficient 1908 286 

Talmage, citizensof, y. C. G. W., insufficient mall seryice 1896 86 

Templeton, citizens of, y. C. , M . & St. P. , stopping train on signal 1908 828 

Tiffin and sixteen other oifcies and towns on C. , R. I. & P. , additional 1881 808 

Turkey Rlyer Branch C, M. &St. P. 1898 20 

Vinton, Cunningham, T. C, et al., of, y. B., C. R. & N., request for through 

freight seryice 1900 211 

Volga Branch C, M. & St. P 1898, 20; 1900 106 

Waterloo, train connection at 1899 76 

Wall Lake and Mondamin Branch C. &N.-W 1906 826 

Waukon, citizensof, y. C., M. & St. P., additional 1892 782 

Waukon, citizensof, y. C. M. & St. P., branch line service 1908 279 

Wehde, D. C, Berwick, y. C. Q. W., stopping certain train 1898 180 

Weihle, Wm. B., y. C, M. & St. Paul, from McGregor 1886 606 

Westgate, R. R. Robinson of, y. C. G. W.. stopping fast train 1896 22 

West Union, citizens of, et aL , y. C, M. & Sd. P., on Volga Branch 1900 106 

White, GeorgeF., Low Moor, y. C, & N. -W. , additional 1889 1067 

Whiting, cityof, y. S. C. &P., stopping fast train 1896 48 

Whiting. Will. Wall Lake & Mondamun branch C. & N.-W., train service on 1908 826 

Whiting, W. C, Whiting, y. S. C. &P., stopping trains 1886 80 

Whitmore, Frank, Osceola, y. C, B. &Q., insufficient passenger ]887 706 

Wilson, F. M., Templeton, y. C, M. &St. P.. stopping ••flyer" 1898, 248; 1884 178 

Woodburn, citizensof, y. O., B. &Q., discrimination in. 1802 228 

Yorkshire, citizensof, etal., y. C, M. & St. P., additional 1882 788 

TBAMP8 1878 46 

Tbanbvxb AND Tranbtkb FAOiiiiTUS, Chabobb, Eto.— SCO also Wyes. 

Baggage, passenger or freight, discussion of law concerning 1884 78-78 

Fogg, J. Leland, Cedar Rapids, y. C, M. & St. P., ec al., charges 1882 846 

Fayette county, citizensof, y. C, M. &St. P., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Harris & Cole Bros., Cedar Falls, y. C. &N.-W., 111. Cent., C, B. &Q., C. , St. P. 
&K. C. andH. &S., petition for transfer for lees than carload of freight in 

O'Brien county, near Afton, and in Ringgold county 1888 888 

Kendig, A. J., Shannon City, y. W.-F. & Co's Express, refusal to transfer at 

AftonJunctlon 1800 166 

Leiser. L M.Abbott, y. B., C. R. &N., failure to furnish 1880 186 

Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, y. C, B. &Q. andC. G. W., at Afton 1888 107 

Miller, Jay D. , Ida Groye, y. C. , M. & St. P. et al. , petition for crossing 1887 765 

Nelson, Oley, etaL, y. C. &N.-W. andC, M. &8t. P.. at Sheldahl 1888 686 

Reynard, J. S., Creston, y. C, B. & Q. andC. G. W.,at Afton Junction 1888 186 

Rodifer, J. W., Council Bluffs, y. C. & N.-W., protest against requiring transfer 

of coal at Junction 1878 88 

Waldo & Thomley, Woodward, y. C, R.I. & P. etal., at Junction 1887 122 
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Year Page 
TRANsrwBiKO VB1RJGB.T— Continued. 

Beard, J. R., Ofco, v. O.. M. & St. P., etal.. failure to transfer at Y 1908 SM 

Tbansportation FACIL.TTIBB FOB OoAi/- -Bee also, J^ilure to Furnish Can, 
TftANSPOBTiNO FBBiaHT— Bee Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight, 

Tranbpobtatioit Fbxe roB OoMMiasiONXBS AND Shobstabt, see alao Imws 1878 S3 

Tbateung Men's Sample Oabbb— see Baggage, 

TBE8PAB8INO OR* TBAOK, DAHOEB Ol* 1891 841 

TBX8PA88— 

Gilll8, Jas. R., Mfc. Pleasant, y. St. L., K & N. W., location of ditch 1901 ill 

Tuokeb, Hobacb, O. F. a 111. Cent., on reduction of Iowa corm rates 1886 621 

UNDER OROSSINa-see Crossing. 
CJbo^bmitt op Railboad Accounts— eee Accounts, 

Ukivobm Olabbipication, discussed 1887 4 

UmoN Dbpotb— see also Stations and Joint Stations. 

At jnnetion points, discussed and recommended 1884, 42, 78. 8S 

Discussion of, by L. S. Ooffln 1888 89 

Liabilities of companies using same 1884 82 

Legislation recommended 1889. 40; 1891 44 

OOMPLAIVTB CONCEBWINO— 

Adams county, citizens of, ▼. B., St. P. & K. O. etaL, petition, near Afton 1888 747 

Oamforth, on C. &N.-W. andO., R. L &P 1908 278 

Council BlafTa, City of , v. all entering railways, petition for 1892 809 

Ck>uncil Bluff s, citizens of, various lines, petition for ^... . 1886 670 

DesMoines, unsafe condition of 1886 11 

Harrison Twp., Mahaska county, citizens of. ▼. a & W. & C. &N.-W., petition.. 1887 764 

Keokuk, city of, V. C, R. I. & P., etal., petition for. 1886 612 

Dissenting opinion by Oommissioner Ooffln 1886 617 

Ledyardv. B., C. R. &N., and C. &N.-W 1888 88 

MalTem, crossing of , C. , B. & Q. and O. & St. L 1900 184 

MomingSun, citizens, ▼. B , O. R &N., etal , petition for 1888 720 

Ottumwacase 1887 69» 

Wheatland case 1887 7M 

Unit OP Rates, the oar load— see also Car Load Rates 1880 182 

UVJUBT Disobimination— see Discrimination. 

Urbapx Condition op Bbidoe— eee Bridges, Unsafe Condition of. 

Unbapb Condition op Road— 

Barnes, A. R., Albla, v. Albla & Cent 1892 7» 

Bristow, citizens of, v. C. Q. W. , of Sumner & Hampton branch 1892 704 

Cochran. M., Oasis, v. B., C. R. & N 1881 134 

Edwards, N. W., Moulton, v. St. L., K. C. & N 1880 64 

Bmployee, oommitteeof, v. O. & St. L 1802 753 

Hotchklss, A.O., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W 1892 848 

Kasson, L. J., Dee Moines, Iowa Cent 1886 558 

. Sumner & Hampton, branch on O. G. W 1892 83 

VALUE— 

Actual present cash, of road and equipment, letters concerning — 1887 181-U7 

Letters of W. Q. Purdy, vicj president C, R. L & P. R'y Co., and discussion ... 1888 41,44-46 

Present cash, of railroad property 1888 661 

Of rallroada as oompared with other property 1878 66 

Viaduotb— 
City council, by laws of Iowa, given fall control and jurisdiction over the streets, 

alleys and public grounds of the city 1898 152 

Commiviouers have no authority to order where no street exists 1892 777 

Conditton of in various eities 1894 IfiO 

Expense not a factor in protecting life at croasinga 1886 666 
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YiAT)TTCJ»^Continued, Year Page 

JarlBdlctton of commissioners over, appellate of supervisor j In Its nature 1808 lfi2 

Objeotlons of abuttlog property owners relatively nnlmportant as bearing ixi>on the 

public safety and convenience 1803 168 

Plana for construction must provide for closi ng street over railroad 1894 166 

Bightsof public to viaducc, expense not to be considered 1880 666 

COMPLAIHTB COITOEBNIKO— 

Gedar Rapids, city of, v. B , O R. & N., et. al., petition for, across avenue A.... 1888 742 

Cedar Rapids, city of, v. vario as railways, petitionfor 1801, 801; 1001 169 

Davenport, Oharles ITranols, englaeor, v. O. , M. & St. P. . petition for. 1^04 804 

Davenport, city of, v. 0., M. A St. P 1800 71 

Des Moines, Iowa, in matter of, on ninth street 1888,736, 1804 148 

Des Moines, in matter of, on seventh street 1888 780 

DesHoines, plans for, on seventh street, approved 1880 1070- 

Dee Moines, city of, v. various railways, petition for, on ninth street 1806 140 

Des Moines, on Eighteenth street 1006 209 

Fort Dodge, dty of, v. O, R. I. & P. and M. & St. L.. petition for 1892, 802 1000 07 

MoOregor, city of , v. O., M. &St. P., overdressing on highway 1880 1000 

MasonCity. oityof, v. lowaCentral, condition of 1008 . 271 

Neola, dtisens of, v. O., R.I. &P. andC.M. & St. P., petitionfor 1G|^ 806 

Oelwein, city of , V. O. a. W. , condition of 1800 81 

Oelwein, dty of, V. C. Q. W., condition of 1008 271 

OJudooea, city of, v. 0., R. I. &P., petition for 1802 768 

Oskaloosa, dty of. V. Iowa Central R* J, petition for 1000 188 

Slgoumey, Qambell. W. C, v. C, R.I. & P. . condition of lOOB 810 

Walnut dtizens of, v. C , R. I. & P. , petition for over headcroasing 1880 070 

Violation of Contract— see Contract. 



WAREHOUSE BITEQ-Bee sues. 
Wabshoubxs, Publio, should be established 1806 zzzv 

Wabbhottbe, Usb ov Cabs ]*ob— see Demurrage. 

Wabmino Cabs— Discussion of 1887, 66; 1800, 6; 1896 4 

Wab Rates— see iSate Ware. 

Water, OvEBViiOW, Dbainaob, Back Watbb. Etc. —see Overflow, drainage. 

Water Fob Live Stock: Wickersham, T. Q. , Capron, v. C. ii. W. , depriving of 

useof 1001 618 

Watbb Routes for east-bound frdghts^ efTects on rates 1870 70 

Watebbd Stock— see also Capi alization and Block Watering. 

Discussion of . l«8l, 88; 1883, 81; 1886, 66; 1887 61^ 

Earningsof, 1874to 1888 1801 86, 87 

Increaseof, byC, R. I. &P 1880 178 

Increase of, by C.,B &Q 1880 178 

Legislative control in Issuance of 1880 170 

Watbb WAV, Obstbuction of— see Obetruetion and Overflow . 

Watt, Jambs, letterof, on maintenance of carlocKl rates 1886 47 

Weighing Association, Western, rules to govern shipments 1896 218 

Weights, Ebtim atbd— see JfiYtimum WeigTUa. 

Whistling at Highway Cbossings- see Stock Killed, Crossing, Highway. 

Wholesale and Retail RATES-fiee also Car load RaUs 1880 182 

Wholesale Houses. Numbbb in Iowa— see Jobbers. 

WiCKEB, H. C. , traffic manager C. & N. - W. , on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

YTRAOKS- 

Discussion and legislation recommended 1880 40 

Laws concerning, imperative and compulsory 1882, 420; 1887 764 

Legislation recommended 1801 44 

Will not be ordered unless required for commercial reasons 1898 171 
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Complaints CoNCERNiiro— Year Pftfe 

Adams county, citizensof, v. C, B. & Q. , petition for near Af to a 1888 747 

Algona, citizensof, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for 1880, 1066-1068 

Algona, citizensof, v. C. &N.-W. et al., petition for. 1800, 843; 1000 156 

Atwood, What Cheer Stove Co. v. C, R. I. & P. et al., petition for 1807 IW 

Bevington, D. M. & K. C. v C, R. I & P 1807 » 

Billings, B., Ogden, t. M. & St. L. and C. ft N.-W. at Ogden 1883 fi56 

Brown, M. C, et. al. , Waterloo, v. O. Q. W. etal 1897 80 

Bndd, H. J., Knoxville, O. &N.-W. andC, B. &Q , transfer track 1884 660 

Burt. C. J., Dubuque, v. C, M. &St. P. andC. &N.-W.. at Clinton 18S2 690 

Carnfrth, What Cheer Stove Co. , v. O. , R. I. & P. etal 1807 180 

Central Iowa Coal Co. , Des Moines, v. D. M. &Ft. D. etaL, petition for 1884 614 

Cox & Kirker, Deep River, v. C. , R. I . & P. and C. & N .- W., at crossing 1884 891 

Diagonal, citizensof, v. C, St. P. &K, O. andH. &S., petition for 1880 1063 

Fayette oounty, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al. , at Donnan Junction 1887 706 

Geddings, C. S., Kelley, v. C. &N. W., refusal to transfer cars at Sheldahl 1886 680 

Hanna, J. Q., Qoldfleld, v. C. & N.-W 1882 «22 

Henry, W. G. etal., Emmetsburg, v. B., C. R. &N. andC,, M. & St. P 1882 ■ 526 

Lawrence, C. S., Manning, v. C. &N.-W. andC, M. & St. P 1885 666 

Lehigh, Samuel McClure, v. M. C. & Pt. D. etal 1807 96 

Lelser. L M., Abbott, v. B.. C. R. &N., petition for 1880 186 

Leiser, etal., Abbott, v. B., C. R. & &N. and Central Iowa, foreerablishmentof.. 1888 438 

LohrvlUe, Patten, M. T. of, v. C. &N.-W., application for 1806, 25; 1897 10 

McCoy, H. C, Algona, v. C, M. & St. P. and C. &N.-W., atcrossing. 1886 548 

Miller, J. D. , Ida Grove, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al. , petition for 1887 756 

Ossian, citizens of, v. B., C. R & N. and C. , M. & St. P. , petition for 1802 768 

Richardson, G. H., Belmond, v. central Iowa and & , C. R. &N., atcrossing 1884 679 

Robinson, C. W. , Dubuque, v. C. & N .- W. and 111. Cent, at Webster City 1882 680 

RockRapids, citizensof, v, III. Cent., etal., for transfer track 1802 782 

Seymour, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P. etsL, for transfer track 1802 788 

Shannon City, dtizensTof, v. C. Q. W 1806 S9 

Smith, R. H.. Holstein, v. C. &N.-W. etal., at .Correotionville 1888 683 

Sutherland and Paulllna, citizensof, v. C &N.-W. et al 1887 754 

Sutherland and Panllina, citizens of, v, O & N.-W. et al. , order for 1888 745 

Waterloo, The Fowler Co. of, et al , v. C. G. W. etal., petition for 1000, 80; 1901 174 

Yoirifa Mkn*b Christian Association Secretabibs, reduced rates for 1892 855 
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